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From: Heller, Zoe
To: McKaughan, Colleen; Ryerson.Teddy
Cc: Ebbert, Laura; Overman, Pamela; Gaudario, Abigail
Subject: RE: Response to President Shelly Request for NGS Consultation
Date: Monday, July 22, 2013 10:05:08 AM


Hi Colleen,
 
Today is Jared’s first day back in the office. We’ll bring the requests for consultation to him this week
 and circle back with you.  Does Navajo still plan to come to San Francisco?
 
Thanks,
Zoe
 


From: McKaughan, Colleen 
Sent: Monday, July 22, 2013 10:00 AM
To: Ryerson.Teddy; Heller, Zoe
Cc: Ebbert, Laura; Overman, Pamela
Subject: FW: Response to President Shelly Request for NGS Consultation
 
Will this date work for Jared?  This would be for NGS consultation.
 


From: Eugenia Quintana [mailto:eugeniaquintana@navajo-nsn.gov] 
Sent: Monday, July 22, 2013 7:27 AM
To: McKaughan, Colleen
Subject: FW: Response to President Shelly Request for NGS Consultation
 
Hi Colleen:
 


Will August 15th work for Jared?
 
Alberta Laughing replied that August 15 would work for President Shelly.
 
Thanks.
 
Eugenia
 


From: McKaughan, Colleen [mailto:McKaughan.Colleen@epa.gov] 
Sent: Tuesday, July 09, 2013 11:44 AM
To: Eugenia Quintana
Subject: Re: Response to President Shelly Request for NGS Consultation
 
I'd be glad to.


From: Eugenia Quintana <eugeniaquintana@navajo-nsn.gov>
Sent: Tuesday, July 09, 2013 8:28:17 AM
To: McKaughan, Colleen
Subject: RE: Response to President Shelly Request for NGS Consultation
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Hi Colleen:
 
Steve said he would like to look at a later date for this consultation and he asked me to check with
 Alberta regarding President Shelly’s availability in mid-august or other dates.
 
Can you check with Jared’s schedule also?
 
Thanks, Colleen.
 
eugenia
 


From: McKaughan, Colleen [mailto:McKaughan.Colleen@epa.gov] 
Sent: Monday, July 08, 2013 5:49 PM
To: Stephen B. Etsitty; Eugenia Quintana
Cc: Lee, Anita
Subject: RE: Response to President Shelly Request for NGS Consultation
 
Hi, Steve and Eugenia,
 


I wanted to check in to see whether the President still wants to do NGS consultation on July 25th or


 26th. If you don’t have an answer yet, I’ll check back later. I’m going to San Francisco tomorrow for
 the presentation on the alternative.
 
Colleen
 


From: McKaughan, Colleen 
Sent: Thursday, June 27, 2013 3:15 PM
To: stephenbetsitty@navajo-nsn.gov; eugeniaquintana@navajo-nsn.gov
Cc: Lee, Anita
Subject: RE: Response to President Shelly Request for NGS Consultation
 
Thanks, Steve.
 
We will wait to hear from you next week.
 
Colleen
 


From: Stephen B. Etsitty [mailto:stephenbetsitty@navajo-nsn.gov] 
Sent: Thursday, June 27, 2013 3:05 PM
To: McKaughan, Colleen; eugeniaquintana@navajo-nsn.gov
Cc: Lee, Anita
Subject: Re: Response to President Shelly Request for NGS Consultation
 
Hello, Thank you for the reply.
 
We do need to reconsider the scheduled July meeting date in light of the extension of the Public
 Comment period to October 4, 2013.
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Let me get back to you next week, after I discuss the opportunity to reschedule the July consultation
 with President Shelly and others involved in the development of our comments.
 
SBE 


Sent from my BlackBerry 10 smartphone on the Verizon Wireless 4G LTE network.


From: McKaughan, Colleen
Sent: Thursday, June 27, 2013 3:41 PM
To: Stephen B. Etsitty; Eugenia Quintana
Cc: Lee, Anita
Subject: Response to President Shelly Request for NGS Consultation
 
 
Hi, Steve and Eugenia,
 
Here is a copy of the letter that EPA is sending to President Shelly in response to his request for
 consultation on NGS. I believe we originally discussed this time frame because we were going to
 schedule the hearings in the latter part of July. As you have probably heard, we are extending the
 public comment period from August 5, 2013 to October 5, 2013 at the request of SRP and the
 Technical Working Group, of which the Navajo Nation is a member. This means that the hearings
 will not take place in July or August.  We have time reserved on Jared’s calendar in July for
 consultation with President Shelly. Please let us know if the President would prefer consultation at a
 different time, now that the hearings are going to be postponed.
 
I will send you a copy of the notice extending the public comment period in a separate email for your
 files.
 
Colleen
 
 
 








From: Eugenia Quintana
To: McKaughan, Colleen
Subject: RE: Response to President Shelly Request for NGS Consultation
Date: Tuesday, July 09, 2013 8:29:38 AM


Hi Colleen:
 
Steve said he would like to look at a later date for this consultation and he asked me to check with
 Alberta regarding President Shelly’s availability in mid-august or other dates.
 
Can you check with Jared’s schedule also?
 
Thanks, Colleen.
 
eugenia
 


From: McKaughan, Colleen [mailto:McKaughan.Colleen@epa.gov] 
Sent: Monday, July 08, 2013 5:49 PM
To: Stephen B. Etsitty; Eugenia Quintana
Cc: Lee, Anita
Subject: RE: Response to President Shelly Request for NGS Consultation
 
Hi, Steve and Eugenia,
 


I wanted to check in to see whether the President still wants to do NGS consultation on July 25th or


 26th. If you don’t have an answer yet, I’ll check back later. I’m going to San Francisco tomorrow for
 the presentation on the alternative.
 
Colleen
 


From: McKaughan, Colleen 
Sent: Thursday, June 27, 2013 3:15 PM
To: stephenbetsitty@navajo-nsn.gov; eugeniaquintana@navajo-nsn.gov
Cc: Lee, Anita
Subject: RE: Response to President Shelly Request for NGS Consultation
 
Thanks, Steve.
 
We will wait to hear from you next week.
 
Colleen
 


From: Stephen B. Etsitty [mailto:stephenbetsitty@navajo-nsn.gov] 
Sent: Thursday, June 27, 2013 3:05 PM
To: McKaughan, Colleen; eugeniaquintana@navajo-nsn.gov
Cc: Lee, Anita
Subject: Re: Response to President Shelly Request for NGS Consultation
 
Hello, Thank you for the reply.
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We do need to reconsider the scheduled July meeting date in light of the extension of the Public
 Comment period to October 4, 2013.
 
Let me get back to you next week, after I discuss the opportunity to reschedule the July consultation
 with President Shelly and others involved in the development of our comments.
 
SBE 


Sent from my BlackBerry 10 smartphone on the Verizon Wireless 4G LTE network.


From: McKaughan, Colleen
Sent: Thursday, June 27, 2013 3:41 PM
To: Stephen B. Etsitty; Eugenia Quintana
Cc: Lee, Anita
Subject: Response to President Shelly Request for NGS Consultation
 
 
Hi, Steve and Eugenia,
 
Here is a copy of the letter that EPA is sending to President Shelly in response to his request for
 consultation on NGS. I believe we originally discussed this time frame because we were going to
 schedule the hearings in the latter part of July. As you have probably heard, we are extending the
 public comment period from August 5, 2013 to October 5, 2013 at the request of SRP and the
 Technical Working Group, of which the Navajo Nation is a member. This means that the hearings
 will not take place in July or August.  We have time reserved on Jared’s calendar in July for
 consultation with President Shelly. Please let us know if the President would prefer consultation at a
 different time, now that the hearings are going to be postponed.
 
I will send you a copy of the notice extending the public comment period in a separate email for your
 files.
 
Colleen
 
 
 








From: Eugenia Quintana
To: McKaughan, Colleen
Subject: RE: Response to President Shelly Request for NGS Consultation
Date: Tuesday, July 09, 2013 7:59:00 AM


Hi Colleen:
 
I’ve asked, but I’m thinking that Steve will recommend that the consultation be held later – after July


 25th (which is the date they were looking at).
 
FYI.
 
I’ll ask again. 
 
Eugenia
 


From: McKaughan, Colleen [mailto:McKaughan.Colleen@epa.gov] 
Sent: Monday, July 08, 2013 5:49 PM
To: Stephen B. Etsitty; Eugenia Quintana
Cc: Lee, Anita
Subject: RE: Response to President Shelly Request for NGS Consultation
 
Hi, Steve and Eugenia,
 


I wanted to check in to see whether the President still wants to do NGS consultation on July 25th or


 26th. If you don’t have an answer yet, I’ll check back later. I’m going to San Francisco tomorrow for
 the presentation on the alternative.
 
Colleen
 


From: McKaughan, Colleen 
Sent: Thursday, June 27, 2013 3:15 PM
To: stephenbetsitty@navajo-nsn.gov; eugeniaquintana@navajo-nsn.gov
Cc: Lee, Anita
Subject: RE: Response to President Shelly Request for NGS Consultation
 
Thanks, Steve.
 
We will wait to hear from you next week.
 
Colleen
 


From: Stephen B. Etsitty [mailto:stephenbetsitty@navajo-nsn.gov] 
Sent: Thursday, June 27, 2013 3:05 PM
To: McKaughan, Colleen; eugeniaquintana@navajo-nsn.gov
Cc: Lee, Anita
Subject: Re: Response to President Shelly Request for NGS Consultation
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Hello, Thank you for the reply.
 
We do need to reconsider the scheduled July meeting date in light of the extension of the Public
 Comment period to October 4, 2013.
 
Let me get back to you next week, after I discuss the opportunity to reschedule the July consultation
 with President Shelly and others involved in the development of our comments.
 
SBE 


Sent from my BlackBerry 10 smartphone on the Verizon Wireless 4G LTE network.


From: McKaughan, Colleen
Sent: Thursday, June 27, 2013 3:41 PM
To: Stephen B. Etsitty; Eugenia Quintana
Cc: Lee, Anita
Subject: Response to President Shelly Request for NGS Consultation
 
 
Hi, Steve and Eugenia,
 
Here is a copy of the letter that EPA is sending to President Shelly in response to his request for
 consultation on NGS. I believe we originally discussed this time frame because we were going to
 schedule the hearings in the latter part of July. As you have probably heard, we are extending the
 public comment period from August 5, 2013 to October 5, 2013 at the request of SRP and the
 Technical Working Group, of which the Navajo Nation is a member. This means that the hearings
 will not take place in July or August.  We have time reserved on Jared’s calendar in July for
 consultation with President Shelly. Please let us know if the President would prefer consultation at a
 different time, now that the hearings are going to be postponed.
 
I will send you a copy of the notice extending the public comment period in a separate email for your
 files.
 
Colleen
 
 
 








From: McKaughan, Colleen
To: stephenbetsitty@navajo-nsn.gov; eugeniaquintana@navajo-nsn.gov
Cc: Lee, Anita
Subject: RE: Response to President Shelly Request for NGS Consultation
Date: Monday, July 08, 2013 4:49:00 PM


Hi, Steve and Eugenia,
 


I wanted to check in to see whether the President still wants to do NGS consultation on July 25th or


 26th. If you don’t have an answer yet, I’ll check back later. I’m going to San Francisco tomorrow for
 the presentation on the alternative.
 
Colleen
 


From: McKaughan, Colleen 
Sent: Thursday, June 27, 2013 3:15 PM
To: stephenbetsitty@navajo-nsn.gov; eugeniaquintana@navajo-nsn.gov
Cc: Lee, Anita
Subject: RE: Response to President Shelly Request for NGS Consultation
 
Thanks, Steve.
 
We will wait to hear from you next week.
 
Colleen
 


From: Stephen B. Etsitty [mailto:stephenbetsitty@navajo-nsn.gov] 
Sent: Thursday, June 27, 2013 3:05 PM
To: McKaughan, Colleen; eugeniaquintana@navajo-nsn.gov
Cc: Lee, Anita
Subject: Re: Response to President Shelly Request for NGS Consultation
 
Hello, Thank you for the reply.
 
We do need to reconsider the scheduled July meeting date in light of the extension of the Public
 Comment period to October 4, 2013.
 
Let me get back to you next week, after I discuss the opportunity to reschedule the July consultation
 with President Shelly and others involved in the development of our comments.
 
SBE 


Sent from my BlackBerry 10 smartphone on the Verizon Wireless 4G LTE network.


From: McKaughan, Colleen
Sent: Thursday, June 27, 2013 3:41 PM
To: Stephen B. Etsitty; Eugenia Quintana
Cc: Lee, Anita
Subject: Response to President Shelly Request for NGS Consultation
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Hi, Steve and Eugenia,
 
Here is a copy of the letter that EPA is sending to President Shelly in response to his request for
 consultation on NGS. I believe we originally discussed this time frame because we were going to
 schedule the hearings in the latter part of July. As you have probably heard, we are extending the
 public comment period from August 5, 2013 to October 5, 2013 at the request of SRP and the
 Technical Working Group, of which the Navajo Nation is a member. This means that the hearings
 will not take place in July or August.  We have time reserved on Jared’s calendar in July for
 consultation with President Shelly. Please let us know if the President would prefer consultation at a
 different time, now that the hearings are going to be postponed.
 
I will send you a copy of the notice extending the public comment period in a separate email for your
 files.
 
Colleen
 
 
 








From: McKaughan, Colleen
To: stephenbetsitty@navajo-nsn.gov; eugeniaquintana@navajo-nsn.gov
Cc: Lee, Anita
Subject: RE: Response to President Shelly Request for NGS Consultation
Date: Thursday, June 27, 2013 3:14:00 PM


Thanks, Steve.
 
We will wait to hear from you next week.
 
Colleen
 


From: Stephen B. Etsitty [mailto:stephenbetsitty@navajo-nsn.gov] 
Sent: Thursday, June 27, 2013 3:05 PM
To: McKaughan, Colleen; eugeniaquintana@navajo-nsn.gov
Cc: Lee, Anita
Subject: Re: Response to President Shelly Request for NGS Consultation
 
Hello, Thank you for the reply.
 
We do need to reconsider the scheduled July meeting date in light of the extension of the Public
 Comment period to October 4, 2013.
 
Let me get back to you next week, after I discuss the opportunity to reschedule the July consultation
 with President Shelly and others involved in the development of our comments.
 
SBE 


Sent from my BlackBerry 10 smartphone on the Verizon Wireless 4G LTE network.


From: McKaughan, Colleen
Sent: Thursday, June 27, 2013 3:41 PM
To: Stephen B. Etsitty; Eugenia Quintana
Cc: Lee, Anita
Subject: Response to President Shelly Request for NGS Consultation
 
 
Hi, Steve and Eugenia,
 
Here is a copy of the letter that EPA is sending to President Shelly in response to his request for
 consultation on NGS. I believe we originally discussed this time frame because we were going to
 schedule the hearings in the latter part of July. As you have probably heard, we are extending the
 public comment period from August 5, 2013 to October 5, 2013 at the request of SRP and the
 Technical Working Group, of which the Navajo Nation is a member. This means that the hearings
 will not take place in July or August.  We have time reserved on Jared’s calendar in July for
 consultation with President Shelly. Please let us know if the President would prefer consultation at a
 different time, now that the hearings are going to be postponed.
 
I will send you a copy of the notice extending the public comment period in a separate email for your
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 files.
 
Colleen
 
 
 








From: Eugenia Quintana
To: McKaughan, Colleen
Subject: RE: Response to President Shelly Request for NGS Consultation
Date: Tuesday, July 23, 2013 7:19:29 AM


Yes, President can go to San Francisco.
 
Thanks, Colleen.
 


From: McKaughan, Colleen [mailto:McKaughan.Colleen@epa.gov] 
Sent: Tuesday, July 23, 2013 8:14 AM
To: Eugenia Quintana
Subject: Re: Response to President Shelly Request for NGS Consultation
 
Hi, Eugenia,
Jared is just back from vacation so I put in the request for the 15th. Is the President still willing to
 come to San Francisco? If not, would Phoenix work?
Thanks,
Colleen


From: Eugenia Quintana <eugeniaquintana@navajo-nsn.gov>
Sent: Monday, July 22, 2013 7:27:02 AM
To: McKaughan, Colleen
Subject: FW: Response to President Shelly Request for NGS Consultation
 
Hi Colleen:
 


Will August 15th work for Jared?
 
Alberta Laughing replied that August 15 would work for President Shelly.
 
Thanks.
 
Eugenia
 


From: McKaughan, Colleen [mailto:McKaughan.Colleen@epa.gov] 
Sent: Tuesday, July 09, 2013 11:44 AM
To: Eugenia Quintana
Subject: Re: Response to President Shelly Request for NGS Consultation
 
I'd be glad to.


From: Eugenia Quintana <eugeniaquintana@navajo-nsn.gov>
Sent: Tuesday, July 09, 2013 8:28:17 AM
To: McKaughan, Colleen
Subject: RE: Response to President Shelly Request for NGS Consultation
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Hi Colleen:
 
Steve said he would like to look at a later date for this consultation and he asked me to check with
 Alberta regarding President Shelly’s availability in mid-august or other dates.
 
Can you check with Jared’s schedule also?
 
Thanks, Colleen.
 
eugenia
 


From: McKaughan, Colleen [mailto:McKaughan.Colleen@epa.gov] 
Sent: Monday, July 08, 2013 5:49 PM
To: Stephen B. Etsitty; Eugenia Quintana
Cc: Lee, Anita
Subject: RE: Response to President Shelly Request for NGS Consultation
 
Hi, Steve and Eugenia,
 


I wanted to check in to see whether the President still wants to do NGS consultation on July 25th or


 26th. If you don’t have an answer yet, I’ll check back later. I’m going to San Francisco tomorrow for
 the presentation on the alternative.
 
Colleen
 


From: McKaughan, Colleen 
Sent: Thursday, June 27, 2013 3:15 PM
To: stephenbetsitty@navajo-nsn.gov; eugeniaquintana@navajo-nsn.gov
Cc: Lee, Anita
Subject: RE: Response to President Shelly Request for NGS Consultation
 
Thanks, Steve.
 
We will wait to hear from you next week.
 
Colleen
 


From: Stephen B. Etsitty [mailto:stephenbetsitty@navajo-nsn.gov] 
Sent: Thursday, June 27, 2013 3:05 PM
To: McKaughan, Colleen; eugeniaquintana@navajo-nsn.gov
Cc: Lee, Anita
Subject: Re: Response to President Shelly Request for NGS Consultation
 
Hello, Thank you for the reply.
 
We do need to reconsider the scheduled July meeting date in light of the extension of the Public
 Comment period to October 4, 2013.
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Let me get back to you next week, after I discuss the opportunity to reschedule the July consultation
 with President Shelly and others involved in the development of our comments.
 
SBE 


Sent from my BlackBerry 10 smartphone on the Verizon Wireless 4G LTE network.


From: McKaughan, Colleen
Sent: Thursday, June 27, 2013 3:41 PM
To: Stephen B. Etsitty; Eugenia Quintana
Cc: Lee, Anita
Subject: Response to President Shelly Request for NGS Consultation
 
 
Hi, Steve and Eugenia,
 
Here is a copy of the letter that EPA is sending to President Shelly in response to his request for
 consultation on NGS. I believe we originally discussed this time frame because we were going to
 schedule the hearings in the latter part of July. As you have probably heard, we are extending the
 public comment period from August 5, 2013 to October 5, 2013 at the request of SRP and the
 Technical Working Group, of which the Navajo Nation is a member. This means that the hearings
 will not take place in July or August.  We have time reserved on Jared’s calendar in July for
 consultation with President Shelly. Please let us know if the President would prefer consultation at a
 different time, now that the hearings are going to be postponed.
 
I will send you a copy of the notice extending the public comment period in a separate email for your
 files.
 
Colleen
 
 
 








From: Overman, Pamela
To: McKaughan, Colleen
Subject: RE: Revision to Four Corners Power Plant Federal Implementation Plan – Finalized Extension of Notification


 Deadline
Date: Wednesday, September 25, 2013 1:04:41 PM


I can forward this to the President and his assistant if you’d like me to?
 


From: McKaughan, Colleen 
Sent: Wednesday, September 25, 2013 12:41 PM
To: stephenbetsitty@navajo-nsn.gov; Eugenia.quintana@navajo-nsn.gov; mlmorris@navajo-nsn.gov
Cc: Jordan, Deborah; Lee, Anita; Lyons, Ann; Overman, Pamela; Glosson, Niloufar; PerezSullivan, Margot
Subject: Revision to Four Corners Power Plant Federal Implementation Plan – Finalized Extension of
 Notification Deadline
 
Dear Michele, Steve and Eugenia,
 
Yesterday, the EPA Administrator Gina McCarthy, extended by six months, the date by which
 the Four Corners Power Plant (FCPP) must notify EPA of its selected compliance strategy for
 achieving emissions reductions required in the source-specific Federal Implementation Plan
 (FIP) under the Clean Air Act’s (CAA) Best Available Retrofit Technology (BART)
 provision. The new notification date is now December 31, 2013. This action is an
 administrative change and does not change any compliance deadlines or any other substantive
 requirements in our final FIP.
I am attaching a prepublication version of the notice and a fact sheet for your review. Shortly,
 you will be able to view these online at: http://www.epa.gov/region9/air/navajo/index.html
 
We will also be sending you materials later today regarding our proposed action on the
 Technical Work Group Alternative to BART at Navajo Generating Station.  Jared is trying to
 arrange a call with President Shelly, but if they don’t connect, you will have all the
 appropriate information to share with him. 
 
Let me know if you have any questions. I can be reached at 520-498-0118 and will be at my
 desk all day.
 
Colleen W. McKaughan
Associate Director, Air Division
USEPA, Region 9
520-498-0118
mckaughan.colleen@epa.gov
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From: McKaughan, Colleen
To: Overman, Pamela
Subject: RE: Revision to Four Corners Power Plant Federal Implementation Plan – Finalized Extension of Notification


 Deadline
Date: Wednesday, September 25, 2013 1:07:00 PM


That would be great.
 


From: Overman, Pamela 
Sent: Wednesday, September 25, 2013 1:05 PM
To: McKaughan, Colleen
Subject: RE: Revision to Four Corners Power Plant Federal Implementation Plan – Finalized Extension of
 Notification Deadline
 
I can forward this to the President and his assistant if you’d like me to?
 


From: McKaughan, Colleen 
Sent: Wednesday, September 25, 2013 12:41 PM
To: stephenbetsitty@navajo-nsn.gov; Eugenia.quintana@navajo-nsn.gov; mlmorris@navajo-nsn.gov
Cc: Jordan, Deborah; Lee, Anita; Lyons, Ann; Overman, Pamela; Glosson, Niloufar; PerezSullivan, Margot
Subject: Revision to Four Corners Power Plant Federal Implementation Plan – Finalized Extension of
 Notification Deadline
 
Dear Michele, Steve and Eugenia,
 
Yesterday, the EPA Administrator Gina McCarthy, extended by six months, the date by which
 the Four Corners Power Plant (FCPP) must notify EPA of its selected compliance strategy for
 achieving emissions reductions required in the source-specific Federal Implementation Plan
 (FIP) under the Clean Air Act’s (CAA) Best Available Retrofit Technology (BART)
 provision. The new notification date is now December 31, 2013. This action is an
 administrative change and does not change any compliance deadlines or any other substantive
 requirements in our final FIP.
I am attaching a prepublication version of the notice and a fact sheet for your review. Shortly,
 you will be able to view these online at: http://www.epa.gov/region9/air/navajo/index.html
 
We will also be sending you materials later today regarding our proposed action on the
 Technical Work Group Alternative to BART at Navajo Generating Station.  Jared is trying to
 arrange a call with President Shelly, but if they don’t connect, you will have all the
 appropriate information to share with him. 
 
Let me know if you have any questions. I can be reached at 520-498-0118 and will be at my
 desk all day.
 
Colleen W. McKaughan
Associate Director, Air Division
USEPA, Region 9
520-498-0118
mckaughan.colleen@epa.gov
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From: McCabe, Janet
To: Barr Kelly J
Subject: RE: SRP Comments on NGS BART Proposals
Date: Monday, January 06, 2014 4:47:01 PM


Thanks, Kelly!
________________________________________
From: Barr Kelly J [Kelly.Barr@srpnet.com]
Sent: Monday, January 06, 2014 7:35 PM
To: McCabe, Janet; Jordan, Deborah; McKaughan, Colleen; Lee, Anita; Saltman, Tamara
Subject: SRP Comments on NGS BART Proposals


As promised, I have attached SRP’s comments on EPA’s BART Proposals for the Navajo Generating Station.  We
 submitted these comments to EPA’s rulemaking Docket this afternoon.  Due to the large file size, the Appendices
 were submitted to EPA’s rulemaking Docket separately.


We are thankful that EPA decided to invite members of the public to submit additional “better than BART”
 alternatives.  We sincerely appreciate that you all recognized the significance of the Technical Work Group (TWG)
 Agreement and the collaborative efforts undertaken by the stakeholders to reach a solution that provides significant
 environmental benefits and balances a variety of economic considerations.


Thank you for your consideration of SRP’s comments.  If you have any questions, please don’t hesitate to call me.


Kelly


The information in this electronic communication is confidential and may be protected by the attorney-client
 privilege, common interest privilege, and/or attorney work product doctrine. It is intended solely for the addressee.
 Access to this e-mail by anyone else is unauthorized.
If you are not the intended recipient, any disclosure, copying, distribution of this message or any action taken or
 omitted to be taken in reliance on it, is prohibited and may be unlawful. Please notify us immediately of your
 receipt of this message by return e-mail, and destroy this communication and all copies thereof, including all
 attachments. Thank you.
Kelly J. Barr, Esq.
Senior Director, SRP Environmental Management, Policy and Compliance
Phone (602) 236-5262 / Fax (602) 236-6690
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From: Jordan, Deborah
To: Barr Kelly J
Subject: RE: SRP Comments on NGS BART Proposals
Date: Monday, January 06, 2014 4:45:00 PM


Kelly,
 
Thank you for forwarding both sets of comments directly to us.  We look forward to reading them.
 
Debbie
 


From: Barr Kelly J [mailto:Kelly.Barr@srpnet.com] 
Sent: Monday, January 06, 2014 4:36 PM
To: McCabe, Janet; Jordan, Deborah; McKaughan, Colleen; Lee, Anita; Saltman, Tamara
Subject: SRP Comments on NGS BART Proposals
 
As promised, I have attached SRP’s comments on EPA’s BART Proposals for the Navajo Generating
 Station.  We submitted these comments to EPA’s rulemaking Docket this afternoon.  Due to the
 large file size, the Appendices were submitted to EPA’s rulemaking Docket separately.
 
We are thankful that EPA decided to invite members of the public to submit additional “better than
 BART” alternatives.  We sincerely appreciate that you all recognized the significance of the Technical
 Work Group (TWG) Agreement and the collaborative efforts undertaken by the stakeholders to
 reach a solution that provides significant environmental benefits and balances a variety of economic
 considerations. 
 
Thank you for your consideration of SRP’s comments.  If you have any questions, please don’t
 hesitate to call me.
 
Kelly
 
The information in this electronic communication is confidential and may be protected by the attorney-client
 privilege, common interest privilege, and/or attorney work product doctrine. It is intended solely for the addressee.
 Access to this e-mail by anyone else is unauthorized.
If you are not the intended recipient, any disclosure, copying, distribution of this message or any action taken or
 omitted to be taken in reliance on it, is prohibited and may be unlawful. Please notify us immediately of your
 receipt of this message by return e-mail, and destroy this communication and all copies thereof, including all
 attachments. Thank you.


Kelly J. Barr, Esq.
Senior Director, SRP Environmental Management, Policy and Compliance


Phone (602) 236-5262 / Fax (602) 236-6690
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From: McKaughan, Colleen
To: Harris-Bishop, Rusty; Glosson, Niloufar
Cc: Lee, Anita
Subject: RE: SRP Request for Delay on Navajo Generating Station
Date: Monday, June 24, 2013 9:39:00 AM


We are in the process of considering their request.
 


From: Harris-Bishop, Rusty 
Sent: Monday, June 24, 2013 9:38 AM
To: McKaughan, Colleen; Glosson, Niloufar
Subject: Re: SRP Request for Delay on Navajo Generating Station
 
Thanks! We haven't made a decision on extending the comment period yet, though, correct?


Rusty


Rusty Harris-Bishop 
Press Officer/Project Manager 
415.972.3140 (o) 
415.694.8840 (c) 
Harris-Bishop.Rusty@epa.gov 


Sent by Blackberry 
Apologies for thumb-typing errors


From: McKaughan, Colleen
Sent: Monday, June 24, 2013 8:52:29 AM
To: Harris-Bishop, Rusty; Glosson, Niloufar
Subject: RE: SRP Request for Delay on Navajo Generating Station
 
Yes, we got a formal request last week. Here’s a copy of it.  According to Ann Lyons, we can extend the
 public comment period at our discretion.
 


From: Harris-Bishop, Rusty 
Sent: Friday, June 21, 2013 4:06 PM
To: McKaughan, Colleen; Glosson, Niloufar
Subject: FW: SRP Request for Delay on Navajo Generating Station
 
Has this been formally submitted to EPA to request a delay in the decision?


Rusty
 


From: Fonseca, Felicia [mailto:ffonseca@ap.org] 
Sent: Friday, June 21, 2013 4:03 PM
To: Harris-Bishop, Rusty
Subject: SRP Request for Delay on Navajo Generating Station
 
Hey Rusty.
Do you  know what’s going on with this? Did SRP request a delay from EPA? If so, when. Is there a document
 that has that request?
Thanks.
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Felicia
 


From: Refugio Mata [mailto:refugio.mata@sierraclub.org] 
Sent: Friday, June 21, 2013 3:59 PM
To: Fonseca, Felicia
Subject: SIERRA CLUB Issues Statement on SRP Request for Delay on Navajo Generating Station
 


FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE
June 21, 2013
Contact: Bill Corcoran, (310) 490-3419


View as webpage


ARIZONA – The Sierra Club responds to SRP requesting delay on a plan for the Navajo
 Generating Station.


In response, Bill Corcoran, Western Regional Campaign Director for the Sierra Club’s
 Beyond Coal to Clean Energy Campaign released the following statement:


"The Sierra Club participated in several meetings of the Technical Working Group, which has
 discussed possible alternative approaches to cleaning up the dirty haze pollution produced by the
 massive Navajo Generating Station coal plant” said Bill Corcoran, Western Regional Campaign
 Director for the Sierra Club’s Beyond Coal to Clean Energy Campaign. “The Sierra Club left the
 discussions after the group failed to seriously consider any options to reduce haze pollution that
 followed the safeguards of the Clean Air Act.”


“The group has had months to develop a proposal; therefore, before any delay is granted, it should
 demonstrate to the EPA that it has an alternative that follows the law” continued Corcoran. “The
 EPA has previously delayed its rule to clean up haze pollution from Navajo Generating Station and
 giving still more time to SRP unnecessarily threatens human health and the cleanup of the world-
renowned Grand Canyon National Park. Other utilities have figured out how to reduce regional
 haze pollution. SRP should get on with the job and stop delaying."


###


Sierra Club | sierra.news@sierraclub.org
To subscribe, email media.assistant@sierraclub.org | www.sierraclub.org/pressroom


Explore, enjoy, and protect the planet.


 


If you would rather not receive future communications from Sierra Club, let us know by clicking here.
Sierra Club, 85 Second Street 2nd Floor, San Francisco, CA 94105 United States


The information contained in this communication is intended for the use
of the designated recipients named above. If the reader of this 
communication is not the intended recipient, you are hereby notified
that you have received this communication in error, and that any review,
dissemination, distribution or copying of this communication is strictly
prohibited. If you have received this communication in error, please 



mailto:refugio.mata@sierraclub.org

http://sierraclub.pr-optout.com/Tracking.aspx?Data=HHL%3d83%3b5%3e7-%3eLCE5%3a2%3c5%3d%26SDG%3c90%3a.&RE=MC&RI=3528906&Preview=False&DistributionActionID=14609&Action=Follow+Link

http://sierraclub.pr-optout.com/Tracking.aspx?Data=HHL%3d83%3b5%3e7-%3eLCE5%3a2%3c5%3d%26SDG%3c90%3a.&RE=MC&RI=3528906&Preview=False&DistributionActionID=14608&Action=Follow+Link

http://sierraclub.pr-optout.com/Tracking.aspx?Data=HHL%3d83%3b5%3e7-%3eLCE5%3a2%3c5%3d%26SDG%3c90%3a.&RE=MC&RI=3528906&Preview=False&DistributionActionID=14607&Action=Follow+Link

http://sierraclub.pr-optout.com/Tracking.aspx?Data=HHL%3d83%3b5%3e7-%3eLCE5%3a2%3c5%3d%26SDG%3c90%3a.&RE=MC&RI=3528906&Preview=False&DistributionActionID=14606&Action=Follow+Link

http://sierraclub.pr-optout.com/Tracking.aspx?Data=HHL%3d83%3b5%3e7-%3eLCE5%3a2%3c5%3d%26SDG%3c90%3a.&RE=MC&RI=3528906&Preview=False&DistributionActionID=14605&Action=Follow+Link

mailto:sierra.news@sierraclub.org

mailto:media.assistant@sierraclub.org

http://sierraclub.pr-optout.com/Tracking.aspx?Data=HHL%3d83%3b5%3e7-%3eLCE5%3a2%3c5%3d%26SDG%3c90%3a.&RE=MC&RI=3528906&Preview=False&DistributionActionID=14604&Action=Follow+Link

http://sierraclub.pr-optout.com/OptOut.aspx?537965x22565x188667x1x3528906x24000x6&Email=ffonseca%40ap.org





notify The Associated Press immediately by telephone at +1-212-621-1898 
and delete this email. Thank you.
[IP_US_DISC]
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From: Kevin Dahl
To: McKaughan, Colleen
Subject: RE: Signed notice NGS extended comment period
Date: Thursday, June 27, 2013 12:55:15 PM


Thanks.
 
From: McKaughan, Colleen [mailto:McKaughan.Colleen@epa.gov] 
Sent: Thursday, June 27, 2013 12:54 PM
To: Kevin Dahl; sandy.bahr@sierraclub.org
Cc: Lee, Anita
Subject: Signed notice NGS extended comment period
 
Kevin and Sandy,
 
We have decided to extend the NGS public comment period by 60 days from August 5, 2013,
 to October 5, 2013, at the request of SRP and the Technical Working Group.  I am forwarding
 a copy of the notice. We will let you know the dates of the public hearings as soon as we have
 made that decision, but they will not be in  July or August. The locations will remain the
 same. Let me know if you have questions.
 
Colleen
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From: Sandy Bahr
To: McKaughan, Colleen
Subject: RE: Signed notice NGS extended comment period
Date: Friday, June 28, 2013 12:10:21 PM


There is a good letter headed your way.  It should be sent soon.
 
Sandy Bahr
Chapter Director
Sierra Club - Grand Canyon Chapter
202 E. McDowell Rd, Suite 277
Phoenix, AZ  85004
Phone (602) 253-8633
Fax (602) 258-6533
sandy.bahr@sierraclub.org
arizona.sierraclub.org
 
We're on Facebook.
 
Do something wikied!  Check out our Canyon Echo wiki.
 
 


From: McKaughan, Colleen [mailto:McKaughan.Colleen@epa.gov] 
Sent: Friday, June 28, 2013 7:51 AM
To: Sandy Bahr
Subject: RE: Signed notice NGS extended comment period
 
Yes, we are talking about the end of September. We will want to maintain the published locations so
 their availability will be part of the equation.
 
We did get a letter from the AZ Senate asking about the locations so we responded to that one too.
 Maddening!
 


From: Sandy Bahr [mailto:sandy.bahr@sierraclub.org] 
Sent: Thursday, June 27, 2013 6:50 PM
To: McKaughan, Colleen
Subject: RE: Signed notice NGS extended comment period
 
Thanks Colleen.  Will the hearings likely be in September then?
 
Sandy Bahr
Chapter Director
Sierra Club - Grand Canyon Chapter
202 E. McDowell Rd, Suite 277
Phoenix, AZ  85004
Phone (602) 253-8633
Fax (602) 258-6533
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sandy.bahr@sierraclub.org
arizona.sierraclub.org
 
We're on Facebook.
 
Do something wikied!  Check out our Canyon Echo wiki.
 
 


From: McKaughan, Colleen [mailto:McKaughan.Colleen@epa.gov] 
Sent: Thursday, June 27, 2013 12:54 PM
To: Kevin Dahl; sandy.bahr@sierraclub.org
Cc: Lee, Anita
Subject: Signed notice NGS extended comment period
 
Kevin and Sandy,
 
We have decided to extend the NGS public comment period by 60 days from August 5, 2013, to
 October 5, 2013, at the request of SRP and the Technical Working Group.  I am forwarding a copy of
 the notice. We will let you know the dates of the public hearings as soon as we have made that
 decision, but they will not be in  July or August. The locations will remain the same. Let me know if
 you have questions.
 
Colleen
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From: McKaughan, Colleen
To: Sandy Bahr
Subject: RE: Signed notice NGS extended comment period
Date: Friday, June 28, 2013 7:51:00 AM


Yes, we are talking about the end of September. We will want to maintain the published locations so
 their availability will be part of the equation.
 
We did get a letter from the AZ Senate asking about the locations so we responded to that one too.
 Maddening!
 


From: Sandy Bahr [mailto:sandy.bahr@sierraclub.org] 
Sent: Thursday, June 27, 2013 6:50 PM
To: McKaughan, Colleen
Subject: RE: Signed notice NGS extended comment period
 
Thanks Colleen.  Will the hearings likely be in September then?
 
Sandy Bahr
Chapter Director
Sierra Club - Grand Canyon Chapter
202 E. McDowell Rd, Suite 277
Phoenix, AZ  85004
Phone (602) 253-8633
Fax (602) 258-6533
sandy.bahr@sierraclub.org
arizona.sierraclub.org
 
We're on Facebook.
 
Do something wikied!  Check out our Canyon Echo wiki.
 
 


From: McKaughan, Colleen [mailto:McKaughan.Colleen@epa.gov] 
Sent: Thursday, June 27, 2013 12:54 PM
To: Kevin Dahl; sandy.bahr@sierraclub.org
Cc: Lee, Anita
Subject: Signed notice NGS extended comment period
 
Kevin and Sandy,
 
We have decided to extend the NGS public comment period by 60 days from August 5, 2013, to
 October 5, 2013, at the request of SRP and the Technical Working Group.  I am forwarding a copy of
 the notice. We will let you know the dates of the public hearings as soon as we have made that
 decision, but they will not be in  July or August. The locations will remain the same. Let me know if
 you have questions.
 
Colleen
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From: McKaughan, Colleen
To: Sandy Bahr
Subject: RE: Signed notice NGS extended comment period
Date: Friday, June 28, 2013 12:12:00 PM


Thanks!
 


From: Sandy Bahr [mailto:sandy.bahr@sierraclub.org] 
Sent: Friday, June 28, 2013 12:11 PM
To: McKaughan, Colleen
Subject: RE: Signed notice NGS extended comment period
 
There is a good letter headed your way.  It should be sent soon.
 
Sandy Bahr
Chapter Director
Sierra Club - Grand Canyon Chapter
202 E. McDowell Rd, Suite 277
Phoenix, AZ  85004
Phone (602) 253-8633
Fax (602) 258-6533
sandy.bahr@sierraclub.org
arizona.sierraclub.org
 
We're on Facebook.
 
Do something wikied!  Check out our Canyon Echo wiki.
 
 


From: McKaughan, Colleen [mailto:McKaughan.Colleen@epa.gov] 
Sent: Friday, June 28, 2013 7:51 AM
To: Sandy Bahr
Subject: RE: Signed notice NGS extended comment period
 
Yes, we are talking about the end of September. We will want to maintain the published locations so
 their availability will be part of the equation.
 
We did get a letter from the AZ Senate asking about the locations so we responded to that one too.
 Maddening!
 


From: Sandy Bahr [mailto:sandy.bahr@sierraclub.org] 
Sent: Thursday, June 27, 2013 6:50 PM
To: McKaughan, Colleen
Subject: RE: Signed notice NGS extended comment period
 
Thanks Colleen.  Will the hearings likely be in September then?
 
Sandy Bahr
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Chapter Director
Sierra Club - Grand Canyon Chapter
202 E. McDowell Rd, Suite 277
Phoenix, AZ  85004
Phone (602) 253-8633
Fax (602) 258-6533
sandy.bahr@sierraclub.org
arizona.sierraclub.org
 
We're on Facebook.
 
Do something wikied!  Check out our Canyon Echo wiki.
 
 


From: McKaughan, Colleen [mailto:McKaughan.Colleen@epa.gov] 
Sent: Thursday, June 27, 2013 12:54 PM
To: Kevin Dahl; sandy.bahr@sierraclub.org
Cc: Lee, Anita
Subject: Signed notice NGS extended comment period
 
Kevin and Sandy,
 
We have decided to extend the NGS public comment period by 60 days from August 5, 2013, to
 October 5, 2013, at the request of SRP and the Technical Working Group.  I am forwarding a copy of
 the notice. We will let you know the dates of the public hearings as soon as we have made that
 decision, but they will not be in  July or August. The locations will remain the same. Let me know if
 you have questions.
 
Colleen
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From: McCabe, Janet
To: Barr Kelly J
Subject: RE: Technical Work Group (TWG) Comments on NGS BART
Date: Monday, January 06, 2014 5:27:29 PM


Thank you!
________________________________________
From: Barr Kelly J [Kelly.Barr@srpnet.com]
Sent: Monday, January 06, 2014 5:51 PM
To: McCabe, Janet; Jordan, Deborah; McKaughan, Colleen; Saltman, Tamara
Subject: Technical Work Group (TWG) Comments on NGS BART


Good Afternoon,


Attached please find the Technical Work Group’s Joint NGS BART Comments and cover letter.  They were filed
 this afternoon and I didn’t want you all to have hunt through the docket to review them.  SRP’s comments, which
 are a tad more lengthy, will be filed shortly.  I’ll forward them along as well.


Special thanks to you all who have worked so hard on this issue for so long.


Take care,


Kelly


The information in this electronic communication is confidential and may be protected by the attorney-client
 privilege, common interest privilege, and/or attorney work product doctrine. It is intended solely for the addressee.
 Access to this e-mail by anyone else is unauthorized.
If you are not the intended recipient, any disclosure, copying, distribution of this message or any action taken or
 omitted to be taken in reliance on it, is prohibited and may be unlawful. Please notify us immediately of your
 receipt of this message by return e-mail, and destroy this communication and all copies thereof, including all
 attachments. Thank you.
Kelly J. Barr, Esq.
Senior Director, SRP Environmental Management, Policy and Compliance
Phone (602) 236-5262 / Fax (602) 236-6690
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From: Greg Little
To: McKaughan, Colleen
Cc: Lee, Anita
Subject: RE: consultation invitation
Date: Thursday, November 07, 2013 2:04:41 PM


Hi Colleen,
 
We look forward to hosting the meeting.  Thank you.
 
Greg
 
From: McKaughan, Colleen [mailto:McKaughan.Colleen@epa.gov] 
Sent: Thursday, November 07, 2013 2:50 PM
To: Greg Little
Cc: Lee, Anita
Subject: FW: consultation invitation
 
Hi, Greg,
 
Here is the text for the letters inviting Tribal Leaders to ITCA for the purpose of consultation on NGS. 
 I wanted you to see it before we sent the letters out.  Let me know if you have any concerns.
 
Colleen
 
 
 
 
Pursuant to Executive Order 13175 and the EPA Policy on Consultation and Coordination with Indian
 Tribes, the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency has engaged in consultation and coordination with
 tribes in Arizona beginning in 2009 regarding EPA’s proposed rulemaking, published in the Federal
 Register on February 5, 2013, to implement the Best Available Retrofit Technology provision of the
 Regional Haze Rule for the Navajo Generating Station. On September 25, 2013, I signed a
 Supplemental Proposal to propose an additional Alternative to BART submitted to EPA by a group of
 stakeholders known as the Technical Work Group. The Supplemental Proposal was published in the
 Federal Register on October 22, 2013.
 
I would like to invite you and your designated consultation representative(s) to participate in on-
going consultation on the Navajo Generating Station on December 10, 2013. At this meeting, I would
 like to discuss EPA’s proposed rule and Supplemental Proposal, answer questions, and hear
 concerns directly from you. This consultation and coordination will be conducted in accordance with
 the EPA Policy on Consultation and Coordination with Indian Tribes
 (www.epa.gov/tribal/consultation/consult-policy.htm).
 
On December 10, I will be holding a joint consultation meeting open to all interested tribal leaders in
 Arizona or their staff from 10:00 AM to noon. I will be available for individual meetings in the
 afternoon. The Inter Tribal Council of Arizona, located at 2214 North Central Avenue, in Phoenix,
 Arizona, has offered Conference Room 1 for this consultation.   
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To schedule a time for an individual meeting in the afternoon on December 10 that is convenient for
 you, please have your staff contact Ms. Colleen McKaughan, Associate Director for the Air Division
 in the Region 9 office, at (520) 498-0118. We would like to receive confirmation of your
 participation in this consultation by December 3, 2013. I look forward to meeting with you on this
 important matter.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jared Blumenfeld
Regional Administrator








From: Hauter, Jason
To: McKaughan, Colleen
Subject: Re: Are you available tomorrow?
Date: Thursday, December 19, 2013 4:15:07 PM


1:30 AZ time.


Sent from my BlackBerry 10 smartphone on the Verizon Wireless 4G LTE network.
From: McKaughan, Colleen
Sent: Thursday, December 19, 2013 7:06 PM
To: Hauter, Jason
Subject: RE: Are you available tomorrow?


What time is your call?


From: Hauter, Jason [mailto:jhauter@AKINGUMP.com]
Sent: Thursday, December 19, 2013 4:56 PM
To: McKaughan, Colleen
Subject: Re: Are you available tomorrow?


I have a call later in the day with the TWG team and it would be helpful to get some
 clarification before that call. We are trying to finalize joint comments before the Holidays.
 Even a brief call would helpful.


Sent from my BlackBerry 10 smartphone on the Verizon Wireless 4G LTE network.
From: McKaughan, Colleen
Sent: Thursday, December 19, 2013 6:51 PM
To: Hauter, Jason
Subject: RE: Are you available tomorrow?


Hi, Jason,


Can we push this discussion off to Monday? I am trying to include the other member of the
 NGS team to address all of your concerns.


Colleen


From: Hauter, Jason [mailto:jhauter@AKINGUMP.com]
Sent: Thursday, December 19, 2013 4:26 PM
To: McKaughan, Colleen
Subject: RE: Are you available tomorrow?


It’s up to you. I just want to get a better understanding about what assurances EPA can make
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 that the TWG alternative satisfies both BART and future reasonable progress requirements
 under the CAA. I recall you mentioning that EPA has more flexibility with respect to
 reasonable progress because this was FIP. I just want to make sure I clearly understand EPA’s
 position. Thanks.


From: McKaughan, Colleen [mailto:McKaughan.Colleen@epa.gov]
Sent: Thursday, December 19, 2013 6:00 PM
To: Hauter, Jason
Subject: RE: Are you available tomorrow?


Yes, I am. Do you want our attorney to join as well?


From: Hauter, Jason [mailto:jhauter@AKINGUMP.com]<mailto:
[mailto:jhauter@AKINGUMP.com]>
Sent: Thursday, December 19, 2013 2:36 PM
To: McKaughan, Colleen
Subject: Are you available tomorrow?


Colleen,
I have some follow up questions regarding the recent consultation. Are you available for a call
 tomorrow morning?
Regards,
Jason


Sent from my BlackBerry 10 smartphone on the Verizon Wireless 4G LTE network.


_______________________________________________
IRS Circular 230 Notice Requirement: This communication is not given in the form of a
 covered opinion, within the meaning of Circular 230 issued by the United States Secretary of
 the Treasury. Thus, we are required to inform you that you cannot rely upon any tax advice
 contained in this communication for the purpose of avoiding United States federal tax
 penalties. In addition, any tax advice contained in this communication may not be used to
 promote, market or recommend a transaction to another party.


The information contained in this e-mail message is intended only for the personal and
 confidential use of the recipient(s) named above. If you have received this communication in
 error, please notify us immediately by e-mail, and delete the original message.


_______________________________________________
IRS Circular 230 Notice Requirement: This communication is not given in the form of a
 covered opinion, within the meaning of Circular 230 issued by the United States Secretary of
 the Treasury. Thus, we are required to inform you that you cannot rely upon any tax advice
 contained in this communication for the purpose of avoiding United States federal tax
 penalties. In addition, any tax advice contained in this communication may not be used to
 promote, market or recommend a transaction to another party.


The information contained in this e-mail message is intended only for the personal and







 confidential use of the recipient(s) named above. If you have received this communication in
 error, please notify us immediately by e-mail, and delete the original message.


_______________________________________________
IRS Circular 230 Notice Requirement: This communication is not given in the form of a
 covered opinion, within the meaning of Circular 230 issued by the United States Secretary of
 the Treasury. Thus, we are required to inform you that you cannot rely upon any tax advice
 contained in this communication for the purpose of avoiding United States federal tax
 penalties. In addition, any tax advice contained in this communication may not be used to
 promote, market or recommend a transaction to another party.


The information contained in this e-mail message is intended only for the personal and
 confidential use of the recipient(s) named above. If you have received this communication in
 error, please notify us immediately by e-mail, and delete the original message.
_______________________________________________ 
IRS Circular 230 Notice Requirement: This communication is not given in the form of
 a covered opinion, within the meaning of Circular 230 issued by the United States
 Secretary of the Treasury. Thus, we are required to inform you that you cannot rely
 upon any tax advice contained in this communication for the purpose of avoiding
 United States federal tax penalties. In addition, any tax advice contained in this
 communication may not be used to promote, market or recommend a transaction to
 another party. 


The information contained in this e-mail message is intended only for the personal
 and confidential use of the recipient(s) named above. If you have received this
 communication in error, please notify us immediately by e-mail, and delete the
 original message. 








From: Hauter, Jason
To: McKaughan, Colleen
Subject: Re: Are you available tomorrow?
Date: Thursday, December 19, 2013 3:57:13 PM


I have a call later in the day with the TWG team and it would be helpful to get some
 clarification before that call. We are trying to finalize joint comments before the Holidays.
 Even a brief call would helpful.


Sent from my BlackBerry 10 smartphone on the Verizon Wireless 4G LTE network.
From: McKaughan, Colleen
Sent: Thursday, December 19, 2013 6:51 PM
To: Hauter, Jason
Subject: RE: Are you available tomorrow?


Hi, Jason,


Can we push this discussion off to Monday? I am trying to include the other member of the
 NGS team to address all of your concerns.


Colleen


From: Hauter, Jason [mailto:jhauter@AKINGUMP.com]
Sent: Thursday, December 19, 2013 4:26 PM
To: McKaughan, Colleen
Subject: RE: Are you available tomorrow?


It’s up to you. I just want to get a better understanding about what assurances EPA can make
 that the TWG alternative satisfies both BART and future reasonable progress requirements
 under the CAA. I recall you mentioning that EPA has more flexibility with respect to
 reasonable progress because this was FIP. I just want to make sure I clearly understand EPA’s
 position. Thanks.


From: McKaughan, Colleen [mailto:McKaughan.Colleen@epa.gov]
Sent: Thursday, December 19, 2013 6:00 PM
To: Hauter, Jason
Subject: RE: Are you available tomorrow?


Yes, I am. Do you want our attorney to join as well?


From: Hauter, Jason [mailto:jhauter@AKINGUMP.com]<mailto:
[mailto:jhauter@AKINGUMP.com]>
Sent: Thursday, December 19, 2013 2:36 PM
To: McKaughan, Colleen
Subject: Are you available tomorrow?



mailto:jhauter@AKINGUMP.com

mailto:McKaughan.Colleen@epa.gov





Colleen,
I have some follow up questions regarding the recent consultation. Are you available for a call
 tomorrow morning?
Regards,
Jason


Sent from my BlackBerry 10 smartphone on the Verizon Wireless 4G LTE network.


_______________________________________________
IRS Circular 230 Notice Requirement: This communication is not given in the form of a
 covered opinion, within the meaning of Circular 230 issued by the United States Secretary of
 the Treasury. Thus, we are required to inform you that you cannot rely upon any tax advice
 contained in this communication for the purpose of avoiding United States federal tax
 penalties. In addition, any tax advice contained in this communication may not be used to
 promote, market or recommend a transaction to another party.


The information contained in this e-mail message is intended only for the personal and
 confidential use of the recipient(s) named above. If you have received this communication in
 error, please notify us immediately by e-mail, and delete the original message.


_______________________________________________
IRS Circular 230 Notice Requirement: This communication is not given in the form of a
 covered opinion, within the meaning of Circular 230 issued by the United States Secretary of
 the Treasury. Thus, we are required to inform you that you cannot rely upon any tax advice
 contained in this communication for the purpose of avoiding United States federal tax
 penalties. In addition, any tax advice contained in this communication may not be used to
 promote, market or recommend a transaction to another party.


The information contained in this e-mail message is intended only for the personal and
 confidential use of the recipient(s) named above. If you have received this communication in
 error, please notify us immediately by e-mail, and delete the original message.
_______________________________________________ 
IRS Circular 230 Notice Requirement: This communication is not given in the form of
 a covered opinion, within the meaning of Circular 230 issued by the United States
 Secretary of the Treasury. Thus, we are required to inform you that you cannot rely
 upon any tax advice contained in this communication for the purpose of avoiding
 United States federal tax penalties. In addition, any tax advice contained in this
 communication may not be used to promote, market or recommend a transaction to
 another party. 


The information contained in this e-mail message is intended only for the personal
 and confidential use of the recipient(s) named above. If you have received this
 communication in error, please notify us immediately by e-mail, and delete the
 original message. 








From: Hauter, Jason
To: McKaughan, Colleen
Subject: Re: Are you available tomorrow?
Date: Thursday, December 19, 2013 4:33:17 PM


Ok. Thanks Colleen..


Sent from my BlackBerry 10 smartphone on the Verizon Wireless 4G LTE network.
From: McKaughan, Colleen
Sent: Thursday, December 19, 2013 7:30 PM
To: Hauter, Jason
Subject: RE: Are you available tomorrow?


I will try to get you a response by then.


From: Hauter, Jason [mailto:jhauter@AKINGUMP.com]
Sent: Thursday, December 19, 2013 5:15 PM
To: McKaughan, Colleen
Subject: Re: Are you available tomorrow?


1:30 AZ time.


Sent from my BlackBerry 10 smartphone on the Verizon Wireless 4G LTE network.
From: McKaughan, Colleen
Sent: Thursday, December 19, 2013 7:06 PM
To: Hauter, Jason
Subject: RE: Are you available tomorrow?


What time is your call?


From: Hauter, Jason [mailto:jhauter@AKINGUMP.com]
Sent: Thursday, December 19, 2013 4:56 PM
To: McKaughan, Colleen
Subject: Re: Are you available tomorrow?


I have a call later in the day with the TWG team and it would be helpful to get some
 clarification before that call. We are trying to finalize joint comments before the Holidays.
 Even a brief call would helpful.


Sent from my BlackBerry 10 smartphone on the Verizon Wireless 4G LTE network.
From: McKaughan, Colleen
Sent: Thursday, December 19, 2013 6:51 PM



mailto:jhauter@AKINGUMP.com
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To: Hauter, Jason
Subject: RE: Are you available tomorrow?


Hi, Jason,


Can we push this discussion off to Monday? I am trying to include the other member of the
 NGS team to address all of your concerns.


Colleen


From: Hauter, Jason [mailto:jhauter@AKINGUMP.com]
Sent: Thursday, December 19, 2013 4:26 PM
To: McKaughan, Colleen
Subject: RE: Are you available tomorrow?


It’s up to you. I just want to get a better understanding about what assurances EPA can make
 that the TWG alternative satisfies both BART and future reasonable progress requirements
 under the CAA. I recall you mentioning that EPA has more flexibility with respect to
 reasonable progress because this was FIP. I just want to make sure I clearly understand EPA’s
 position. Thanks.


From: McKaughan, Colleen [mailto:McKaughan.Colleen@epa.gov]
Sent: Thursday, December 19, 2013 6:00 PM
To: Hauter, Jason
Subject: RE: Are you available tomorrow?


Yes, I am. Do you want our attorney to join as well?


From: Hauter, Jason [mailto:jhauter@AKINGUMP.com]<mailto:
[mailto:jhauter@AKINGUMP.com]>
Sent: Thursday, December 19, 2013 2:36 PM
To: McKaughan, Colleen
Subject: Are you available tomorrow?


Colleen,
I have some follow up questions regarding the recent consultation. Are you available for a call
 tomorrow morning?
Regards,
Jason


Sent from my BlackBerry 10 smartphone on the Verizon Wireless 4G LTE network.


_______________________________________________
IRS Circular 230 Notice Requirement: This communication is not given in the form of a
 covered opinion, within the meaning of Circular 230 issued by the United States Secretary of







 the Treasury. Thus, we are required to inform you that you cannot rely upon any tax advice
 contained in this communication for the purpose of avoiding United States federal tax
 penalties. In addition, any tax advice contained in this communication may not be used to
 promote, market or recommend a transaction to another party.


The information contained in this e-mail message is intended only for the personal and
 confidential use of the recipient(s) named above. If you have received this communication in
 error, please notify us immediately by e-mail, and delete the original message.


_______________________________________________
IRS Circular 230 Notice Requirement: This communication is not given in the form of a
 covered opinion, within the meaning of Circular 230 issued by the United States Secretary of
 the Treasury. Thus, we are required to inform you that you cannot rely upon any tax advice
 contained in this communication for the purpose of avoiding United States federal tax
 penalties. In addition, any tax advice contained in this communication may not be used to
 promote, market or recommend a transaction to another party.


The information contained in this e-mail message is intended only for the personal and
 confidential use of the recipient(s) named above. If you have received this communication in
 error, please notify us immediately by e-mail, and delete the original message.


_______________________________________________
IRS Circular 230 Notice Requirement: This communication is not given in the form of a
 covered opinion, within the meaning of Circular 230 issued by the United States Secretary of
 the Treasury. Thus, we are required to inform you that you cannot rely upon any tax advice
 contained in this communication for the purpose of avoiding United States federal tax
 penalties. In addition, any tax advice contained in this communication may not be used to
 promote, market or recommend a transaction to another party.


The information contained in this e-mail message is intended only for the personal and
 confidential use of the recipient(s) named above. If you have received this communication in
 error, please notify us immediately by e-mail, and delete the original message.


_______________________________________________
IRS Circular 230 Notice Requirement: This communication is not given in the form of a
 covered opinion, within the meaning of Circular 230 issued by the United States Secretary of
 the Treasury. Thus, we are required to inform you that you cannot rely upon any tax advice
 contained in this communication for the purpose of avoiding United States federal tax
 penalties. In addition, any tax advice contained in this communication may not be used to
 promote, market or recommend a transaction to another party.


The information contained in this e-mail message is intended only for the personal and
 confidential use of the recipient(s) named above. If you have received this communication in
 error, please notify us immediately by e-mail, and delete the original message.
_______________________________________________ 
IRS Circular 230 Notice Requirement: This communication is not given in the form of
 a covered opinion, within the meaning of Circular 230 issued by the United States
 Secretary of the Treasury. Thus, we are required to inform you that you cannot rely
 upon any tax advice contained in this communication for the purpose of avoiding
 United States federal tax penalties. In addition, any tax advice contained in this
 communication may not be used to promote, market or recommend a transaction to
 another party. 


The information contained in this e-mail message is intended only for the personal







 and confidential use of the recipient(s) named above. If you have received this
 communication in error, please notify us immediately by e-mail, and delete the
 original message. 








From: Vincent Yazzie
To: Lee, Anita
Subject: Re: Calculations for NGS
Date: Wednesday, January 08, 2014 12:16:37 PM


Yes, message would not be complete without it.  A search for carbon content of the coal fuel.  Would have to search for a more complete analysis of the coal via lab work.


Vincent H. Yazzie


On Wednesday, January 8, 2014 11:22 AM, "Lee, Anita" <Lee.Anita@epa.gov> wrote:
Hi Vincent,
 
So, I just wanted to confirm that the four attached excel files are the ones you had intended to attach to your comments submitted via regulations.gov, correct?
 
Thanks!
Anita
 
Anita Lee, PhD
Environmental Scientist
US EPA, Air Division, Planning Office (Air-2)
75 Hawthorne Street
San Francisco, CA 94105
(415) 972-3958
 
 
 
From: Vincent Yazzie [mailto:vinceyazzie@yahoo.com] 
Sent: Wednesday, January 08, 2014 10:16 AM
To: Lee, Anita
Subject: Re: Calculations for NGS
 
Dear Dr. Lee,
 
I am at Dilkon, Arizona so cell phone reception is spotty.
 
Message was truncated deliberately hoping to leave out the files.  The original message is attached without truncation.  It was a search to verify the energy content of the coal itself as coal contain fixed carbon, but found out later that volatiles make up
 the other part.  The energy content of the fuels seem similar for all the power plants in Arizona with differences between coal fired plant and natural gas power plants.  I can understand natural gas power plants being the same, but for coal.
 
Broke of my calculations to focus on the Four Corners Power plant and the Navajo Mine.  Right now its Yazzie v. OSM in the DOI Hearing and Appeals in Salt Lake.  Reading 30 CFR on bonding.
 
I have not looked at the files since.  I have two copies of the files for 2009 for Arizona.  One for November, 2013 and ones downloaded again for January, 2014.
 
Spent the whole day verifying the air emissions data  for NOx for NGS on 1/6/14 from the prepackaged data.  Some years the data was unsorted and had to resort by Facility Name, Unit ID and final OP Date.
 
Files attached at the end.
 
Sincerely,
 
/s/ Vincent H. Yazzie
 
Vincent H. Yazzie
Dear Dr. Lee,
 
Using older computer with 2007 MS Excel for while laptop power supply is in the mail.
 
Do not like Yahoo's new mail system so I had to recompose a reply message.
 
Carbon Content for Black Mesa Kayenta Mine is found at
 
http://pubs.usgs.gov/pp/p1625b/Reports/Chapters/Chapter_H.pdf
 
Which is attached as Chapter_H.pdf.
 
In Chapter_H.pdf page 30 of 33, Table 4, fixed carbon (%) composite is 39.6%.
 
I am on page 6 of 33 behind the person with the blue shirt.  Henry Haven now works for Navajo Nation EPA in their gas tank leak department last I heard.
 
Formula to calculate carbon content is at
 
http://www.engineeringtoolbox.com/co2-emission-fuels-d_1085.html
 
qCO2 = cf/hf Cco2/Cm
 
qCO2 = specific CO2 emission (CO2/KWH)
cf = specific carbon content in the fuel (kg C/ kg fuel)
hf = specific energy content (KWh/kgfuel)
Cm = specific mass Carbon (kg/mol Carbon)
Cco2 = specific mass Carbon Dioxide (kg/mol CO2)
 
Cco2/Cm = 3.7
 
There is a note on heat loss.  For this web page Specific Carbon Content (kgC/kgfuel) for Coal (bituminous/anthracite) is 0.75.
 
DLY_2009azQ1.xslx modified today 11/26/13
 
DLY_2009azQ1.xslx has been modified with additions to calculate various parameters.  One is carbon content.
 
The file came from the
 
Air Markets Program Data
http://ampd.epa.gov/ampd/


Selecting Prepackaged data.  Selecting CSV (daily), Quarterly, 2009, Arizona. All Allowance Data selected.


Part 75 Emissions data download for First quarter of 2009.


DLY_2009azQ1.xslx is downloaded.


From here I start processing the data.  Original data is kept the same which from columns A to R and Rows 1 to 7021 approximately.  Row length may vary on the original data as prepared by the Prepackaged Data. Navajo Generating Station data is
 copied and pasted at the bottom.  Data for NGS at the bottom is resorted by data and unit number.


More columns are added.


Column H, GLOAD (MW).  Should be GLOAD (MW-Hr)


Column N, CO2_Mass (tons)


Cholumn O, CO2_Rate (tons/mmBtu)


Column P, HEAT_INPUT (mmBtu)


Coal mine production data can be found at


http://mines.findthedata.org/l/2381/Kayenta-Mine


Look for the tons v. year graph.


Put the pointer on the tons v. year graph for 2009 to get 7,474,029 tons.


Following files added as attachments with Vincent modifications.  Do not update the links when opening up the files.
DLY_2009azQ2.xslx
DLY_2009azQ3.xslx 
DLY_2009azQ4.xslx 


7,474,029 tons added for DLY_2009azQ4.xslx at cell X7837 for comparison to cell X7835, 7,372,624.65 tons which is close to the production number of 7,474,029 tons.


I assumed a coal rank of 12,500 btu/lb for the coal.   The actual number is 12, 671.93 in cell X7839 using a correction factor in cell X7838.  Ratio of actual production to calculated production using 12,500 btu/lb.


Looks good so far.


12,500 btu/lb is used in column V, Coal(lbs.) in DLY_2009azQ1.xslx, DLY_2009azQ2.xslx, DLY_2009azQ3.xslx and DLY_2009azQ4.xslx


DLY_2009azQ1.xslx, Column O, CO2_RATE (tons/mmBtu).  Cell O2 gives 0.103, but this is for Cholla.  Recopied cells for Navajo Generating Station (NGS) is at cell O7300 which has a value of 0.103.


Two power plants burning the same fuel as its giving off the same amount of CO2 per pound of coal.


Says NGS and Cholla burn the same fuel.  NGS burns Kayenta Mine coal which has a carbon content of 0.42 and Cholla burn Lee Ranch Coal which has a carbon content of 0.5367.


Peabody Lee Ranch Coal, page 10 of 29, Table 3.  Character of New Mexico Coal.



mailto:vinceyazzie@yahoo.com
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http://test.trd.newmexico.gov/SiteCollectionDocuments/Tax-Library/Economic-and-Statistical-Information/Mineral%20Extraction%20Taxes/taxation_of_coal_and_other_energy_resources.pdf


Carbon Content for Black Mesa Kayenta Mine is found at
 
http://pubs.usgs.gov/pp/p1625b/Reports/Chapters/Chapter_H.pdf
 
Which is attached as Chapter_H.pdf.
 
In Chapter_H.pdf page 30 of 33, Table 4, fixed carbon (%) composite is 39.6%.


Older verification can be found at


books.google.com/books?
id=YprBINDX07wC&pg=PA562&lpg=PA562&dq=black+mesa+"carbon+content"+%25&source=bl&ots=XdV3KsFqEL&sig=mSaXzNR_zPeU5gtoBST5ubfsRhc&hl=en&sa=X&ei=t2qUUqfZJfSnsQSH54DwAw&ved=0CDEQ6AEwAg#v=onepage&q=black
 mesa "carbon content" %25&f=false


Central Utah coal fields: Sevier-Sanpete, Wasatch Plateau, Book Cliffs and ...
 By H.H. Doelling, Page 563, Table 3 Typical coal anaylses and estimated mine prices.


Fixed carbon is at 42.8% for Black Mesa, Arizona.


I rederive 0.103 ton/mm Btu in column AA, Specific CO2 emissions (tons/mm BTU).  Column AB is the metric equivalent for comparison to the table at
 
http://www.engineeringtoolbox.com/co2-emission-fuels-d_1085.html


The above link says coal (bituminous/anthracite) has a Specific CO2 emission of 0.37 kgCO2/kWh.
 
qCO2 = cf/hf Cco2/Cm or  qCO2 = (cf/hf) * 3.7


qCO2 = specific CO2 emission (CO2/KWH)
cf = specific carbon content in the fuel (kg C/ kg fuel)
hf = specific energy content (KWh/kgfuel)
Cm = specific mass Carbon (kg/mol Carbon)
Cco2 = specific mass Carbon Dioxide (kg/mol CO2)
 
Cco2/Cm = 3.7


cf = hf * qCO2 / 3.7  carbon content in the fuel (kg C/ kg fuel)


hf =cf *3.7 / qCO2  specific energy content (KWh/kgfuel)


 
There is a note on heat loss.


For this web page Specific Carbon Content (kgC/kgfuel) for Coal (bituminous/anthracite) is 0.75, 7.5 kWh/kgfuel Specific Energy Content , 2.3 kgCO2/kg CO2 Specific CO2 content, 0.37 kgCO2/kWh Specific CO2 Emission.\


For this web page Specific Carbon Content (kgC/kgfuel) for Natural Gas, Methane  is 0.75, 12 kWh/kgfuel Specific Energy Content , 2.8 kgCO2/kg CO2 Specific CO2 content, 0.23 kgCO2/kWh Specific CO2 Emission.


DLY_2009azQ1.xslx, Column Z, Specific Energy Content (mm Btu/ton)  using Column P (HEAT_INPUT (mmBtu)  divided by Column W Coal (tons).


25 mm Btu/ton for NGS.


NGS has a Specific Energy Content of 25 mm Btu/ton(Z7300) or 8.06 kWh/kg fuel (AA7300).
 


On Monday, November 18, 2013 9:51 AM, "Lee, Anita" <Lee.Anita@epa.gov> wrote:
Hi Vincent,
 
Attached is the spreadsheet I used to calculate emissions from NGS for the various scenarios (BART, Alternative 1, TWG Alternative). This is also in the docket here:
 
http://www.regulations.gov/#!documentDetail;D=EPA-R09-OAR-2013-0009-0191
 
If you would like to share them at this point, I would be interested in seeing your calculations as well. If you prefer, of course you can also just submit them with your comments, due January 6, 2014.
 
Thanks very much, and it was very nice to meet you in person last week. Hope you had a safe trip back home.
 
Anita
 
Anita Lee, PhD
Environmental Scientist
US EPA, Air Division, Planning Office (Air-2)
75 Hawthorne Street
San Francisco, CA 94105
(415) 972-3958
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From: McKaughan, Colleen
To: Vickie Patton
Subject: Re: EDF, WRA Comments on Navajo Generating Station Regional Haze Requirements, Docket No. EPA-R09-OAR-


2013-0009
Date: Tuesday, January 07, 2014 7:08:45 AM


Thanks, Vickie, and best wishes to you and your family for 2014!


From: Vickie Patton <vpatton@edf.org>
Sent: Monday, January 06, 2014 11:28:25 PM
To: McKaughan, Colleen
Cc: Bruce Polkowsky (bvpolk@gmail.com)
Subject: FW: EDF, WRA Comments on Navajo Generating Station Regional Haze Requirements,
 Docket No. EPA-R09-OAR-2013-0009
 


Hi Colleen – FYI.  
 
Best wishes for a joyful new year,
Vickie
 


From: Vickie Patton 
Sent: Monday, January 06, 2014 11:24 PM
To: 'r9ngsbart@epa.gov'; 'lee.anita@epa.gov'; 'lyons.ann@epa.gov'
Cc: Bruce Polkowsky (bvpolk@gmail.com); jnielsen@westernresources.org; Steve Michel WRA
 (smichel@westernresources.org)
Subject: EDF, WRA Comments on Navajo Generating Station Regional Haze Requirements, Docket No.
 EPA-R09-OAR-2013-0009
 
 
Transmitted Via Email
 
Anita Lee (Air-2)
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency, Region 9
75 Hawthorne Street
San Francisco, CA  94105-3901
 
Email:  r9ngsbart@epa.gov; lee.anita@epa.gov; lyons.ann@epa.gov


RE:     Comments on EPA’s “Approval of Air Quality Implementation Plans; Navajo
 Nation; Regional Haze Requirements for Navajo Generating Station,” Proposed
 Rule, 78 Fed. Reg. 8274 (Feb. 5, 2013) and Supplemental Proposal, 78 Fed. Reg.
 62,509 (Oct. 22, 2013); Docket No. EPA-R09-OAR-2013-0009


Dear Ms. Lee:


Environmental Defense Fund (EDF) and Western Resource Advocates (WRA) respectfully
 submit the following, attached, comments on the above-referenced matter.  All documents
 cited to are hereby incorporated by reference as part of the administrative docket for this
 rulemaking action.  
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The Navajo Generating Station (NGS) is a 2,250 megawatt three unit coal-fired power plant
 located on Navajo Nation lands near Page, Arizona.    It is an extensive emitter of oxides of
 nitrogen, carbon dioxide and other airborne contaminants.    The plant can discharge more
 than 25,000 tons per year (tpy) of oxides of nitrogen (NOx),[1] making it one of the single
 largest emitters of NOx in the western United States and the nation. 


These emissions pollute the grand vistas of the West’s and the nation’s treasured national
 parks including the Grand Canyon National Park and other premier class I areas; these areas
 are accorded heightened air quality protection under the nation’s clean air laws.   Grand
 Canyon National Park in Arizona, Mesa Verde National Park in Colorado, and Arches, Bryce
 Canyon, Canyonlands, Capitol Reef, and Zion National Parks in Utah are among the 11 class
 I areas within approximately 300 km of NGS and that are adversely impacted by its
 emissions.


Our comments below address EPA’s statutory responsibilities to protect air quality in class I
 national parks and wilderness areas, the well-established determination that modern emissions
 standards for NOx based on Selective Catalytic Reduction technology represent Best
 Available Retrofit Technology (BART) at the Navajo Generation Station, the importance of
 addressing long-standing concerns about air and water related health impacts associated with
 the Navajo Generating Station and Kayenta-Black Mesa Mining complex, and the request that
 EPA include all major elements of the Technical Working Group recommendations in the
 preamble of its final rulemaking notice.  We support those recommendations, in their totality,
 as a reasonable alternative to BART.  


Thank you for your consideration of our views.


 


[1] US EPA Clean Air Markets Data, 2009.


 


This e-mail and any attachments may contain confidential and privileged information. If you are not the intended recipient, please notify the sender
 immediately by return e-mail, delete this e-mail and destroy any copies. Any dissemination or use of this information by a person other than the
 intended recipient is unauthorized and may be illegal.








From: Lonna Richmond
To: Lee, Anita
Subject: Re: FW: NGS
Date: Thursday, December 19, 2013 3:28:16 PM


dear ms. lee,
thank you very much for your email and the info you sent.


gratefully,
lonna


                                                                                 
                                                                                                               


On Thu, Dec 19, 2013 at 10:54 AM, Lee, Anita <Lee.Anita@epa.gov> wrote:


Hello Ms. Richmond,


 


I apologize for the delayed response to your email. I do not have the information you requested.
 However, I understand that various media outlets have included this type of information in
 articles. See the link below. For convenience, I am pasting the article to this email as well.


 


http://indiancountrytodaymedianetwork.com/2013/07/31/navajos-eh-moment-shelly-signs-
historic-ngs-extension-agreement-150665


 


Please let me know if you have additional questions. Thank you!


Navajo Nation Signs Historic NGS Extension; Clean Air
 Battle Rages On


Anne Minard


7/31/13


 


Navajo Nation President Ben Shelly hosted a small gathering in Window Rock, Arizona on
 Tuesday to celebrate the signing of a lease extension with the coal-fired Navajo Generating
 Station, even as a new proposal to curb the plant’s pollution is drawing a lukewarm
 response from environmental groups.


The lease extension was hard won; the original terms underwent a grueling review at the
 Navajo Nation Council’s spring session earlier this year. The Council approved the lease
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 extension, with amendments, on July 18.


Among other updates, the new terms include $42 million a year in lease payments to the
 Navajo Nation beginning in 2019, when the original 1969 lease expires. That annual
 payment is substantially larger than $608,400 outlined in the original contract.


Extending the lease was a major hurdle for the future of NGS, but so is an ongoing effort by
 the United States Environmental Protection Agency to regulate pollution from the 2,250-
megawatt plant.


The latest pollution proposal, unveiled late last week, counters an EPA plan announced in
 February that would require the NGS owners to install Selective Catalytic Reduction (SCR)
 technology, to rein in nitrous oxide emissions, on all three units at NGS by 2018. The
 EPA’s recommended technology would cost an estimated $500 million, twice that much if
 the SCRs created a need for secondary facilities to capture dust generated as a byproduct.


RELATED: Coming Clean: Historic Agreement Reached for Navajo Generating Station


Instead, a stakeholder group including the plant owners is asking the EPA to consider
 whether shutting down one of the plant’s three, 750-megawatt units by 2020 would be a fair
 way to achieve the emissions reductions mandated by the EPA’s Regional Haze Rule,
 which is prompting the new regulations. The group calls itself the Technical Working
 Group, and includes representatives from NGS co-owners the Salt River Project, the Central
 Arizona Water Conservation District, the Environmental Defense Fund, Navajo Nation
 government, the Gila River Indian Community, the U.S. Department of the Interior and
 Western Resource Advocates.


There are some gray areas. The shutting down of one unit would happen only if the Los
 Angeles Department of Water & Power (LADWP) and NV Energy relinquish their shares
 in NGS, as expected, by 2019 – and if the Navajo Nation chooses not to exercise an option
 to buy in. Together, LADWP and NV Energy own the equivalent of almost exactly one unit
 at NGS.


And if the ownership situation plays out differently, say the plan’s architects, the nitrogen
 oxide emissions would still be reduced, equivalent to the shutdown of one unit, between
 2020 and 2030.


“The owners would have to submit annual plans beginning in 2020 through the end of the
 lease describing the operating scenarios to be used to achieve greater emission reductions
 than EPA’s proposed rule,” reads a press release put out by the Technical Working Group.


Sandy Bahr, director of the Sierra Club’s Grand Canyon Chapter, says it’s encouraging that
 SRP now recognizes that NGS pollution needs to be addressed – that hasn’t always been the
 case. And the new proposal “contributes to the discussion” of how to clean up NGS and the
 region’s air quality, and start a path toward renewable energy. But in her estimation, there’s
 too much ambiguity.


“They say if this happens, then this, if that happens, then that,” she said. “We are concerned
 that the proposal lacks a clear enforceable path to end coal’s dirty legacy in the region and
 bring about development of renewable energy to tribal lands.”
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Shelly’s spokesman, Erny Zah, said the ambiguity “buys flexibility,” without which it would
 be difficult to keep all stakeholders at the table. And that’s important not just for NGS
 stakeholders, but for the regional economy, he added.


“This power plant is expected to bring $20 billion to northern Arizona through 2044. We
 have to remember that there are people working, and a bunch of people who benefit from
 this plant being open.”


Shelly added in a Navajo Nation press release that there is still “much work to be done to
 maintain compliance with the Clean Air Act, the Regional Haze Rule, and future rules
 while supporting the continued dedicated efforts of industry, the Navajo Nation, and EPA to
 balance air quality goals with economic prosperity. Mitigation of job losses and impacts to
 the regional economy are still my concern.”


NGS employs just over 500 people, 74 percent of them Navajo Nation tribal members, along
 with 300 seasonal employees, 93 percent of whom are Navajo. The Kayenta Mine, which
 supplies NGS, employs 400 people, nearly all of them Navajos.


But Navajo grassroots activist Wahleah Johns said she was surprised by the announcement
 of the new proposal – especially because the Technical Working Group apparently
 neglected to invite input from tribal members outside of the government.


“There are still a lot of concerns,” she said of the new proposal. “It doesn’t address health
 impacts; the nitrous oxide and the mercury and other toxins continue to impact the health of
 our communities. And there’s not enough of what people want to see in a transition plan.
 There’s a lack of vision there. It’s not community-based.”


Johns says her group, the Black Mesa Water Coalition, will continue to develop a transition
 plan that weans the Navajo Nation off of coal and steers the tribe toward ownership of
 utility-scale wind and solar energy projects. She anticipates her group’s own counter-
proposal will be unveiled in the coming weeks.


The Gila River Indian Community was asked to participate in the work group because its
 water settlement entitlements are directly tied to the continued operation of NGS, and
 because it is the largest contractor for Central Arizona Project water in the state of Arizona.
 The CAP gets 90 percent of its power from NGS for pumping Colorado River water to the
 central and southern portions of the state.


"The community supports this agreement and believes it is an important first step in
 ensuring that CAP water is affordable for all Arizona tribes that rely on this important
 source of water," said Greg Mendoza, Gila River Indian Community governor, in a
 statement.


CAP General Manager David Modeer said the new proposal, if accepted, “delays and
 mitigates the substantial costs that CAP customers would see if NGS closes and CAP is
 forced to use other, more expensive energy sources.”


The new plan will be submitted to EPA for review as a supplemental proposal.


“Any alternatives to BART submitted to EPA must first undergo EPA technical review to
 ensure the Clean Air Act requirements are met,” said EPA spokesman Rusty Harris-Bishop.







 “We look forward to reviewing any and all alternatives to BART that we receive during the
 public comment period.”


The EPA is accepting comments on the NGS air quality rule until October 4 of this year, and
 details are available on the EPA site.


RELATED: Navajo Generating Station


 


Read more at http://indiancountrytodaymedianetwork.com/2013/07/31/navajos-eh-moment-
shelly-signs-historic-ngs-extension-agreement-150665


 


 


 


Anita Lee, PhD


Environmental Scientist


US EPA, Air Division, Planning Office (Air-2)


75 Hawthorne Street


San Francisco, CA 94105


(415) 972-3958


 


 


 


From: Anita Lee [mailto:Lee.Anita@epamail.epa.gov] On Behalf Of R9ngsbart
Sent: Thursday, December 19, 2013 10:50 AM
To: Lee, Anita
Subject: Fw: NGS


 


----- Forwarded by Anita Lee/R9/USEPA/US on 12/19/2013 10:50 AM -----


From: Lonna Richmond <lonnajean@gmail.com>
To: R9ngsbart@EPA, 
Date: 12/09/2013 05:32 PM
Subject: NGS
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i am wondering how much the Navajo Nation is paid for leasing out the land for the NGS.
thank you,
lonna richmond
                                                                                 
                                                                                                              








From: Bond, Meredith
To: Lee, Anita
Cc: Tim_Allen@fws.gov
Subject: Re: FW: Navajo Generating Station – Final Action on BART Federal Implementation Plan
Date: Monday, July 28, 2014 11:23:31 AM


Anita,


Thank you for forwarding this.  Sandra retired a few months back, and we are awaiting a
 future permanent branch chief.  In the meantime, please keep both Tim and me on your
 contact list for this and future projects.


           -- Meredith


______________________________
CAPT Meredith Bond, P.E., USPHS
   Deputy Chief
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
Branch of Air Quality
7333 W Jefferson Ave., Suite 375
Lakewood, CO 80235
   303-914-3808
   303-969-5444 fax
Meredith_Bond@fws.gov
______________________________


On Mon, Jul 28, 2014 at 12:19 PM, Lee, Anita <Lee.Anita@epa.gov> wrote:


Hi Meredith and Tim,


 


The email I just sent to Sandra Silva bounced back to me, so I am forwarding the original
 email to you both, just as an FYI.


 


Thank you!


Anita


 


From: Lee, Anita 
Sent: Monday, July 28, 2014 11:15 AM
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To: 'Patricia_F_Brewer@nps.gov'; 'Shepherd, Don'; 'baanderson02@fs.fed.us';
 'Sandra_v_Silva@fws.gov'
Cc: McKaughan, Colleen; LYONS, ANN
Subject: Navajo Generating Station – Final Action on BART Federal Implementation Plan


 


Dear Colleagues,


 


Today, Administrator Gina McCarthy signed a final action promulgating regulatory
 requirements consistent with an alternative to BART developed by the Technical Work
 Group on NGS (TWG). In a Supplemental Proposal published on October 22, 2013, EPA
 proposed approval of the TWG Alternative based on our independent analysis of the
 alternative. EPA is taking final action to approve the TWG Alternative and establish a cap
 in total NOx emissions from NGS over 2009-2044. The 2009-2044 NOX Cap at NGS
 ensures greater reasonable progress than BART towards the national visibility goal.


 


I am attaching a fact sheet, and a prepublication version of the Federal Register notice.
 Shortly you will be able to view this and other pertinent information at:
 http://www.epa.gov/region9/air/navajo/


 


If you have any questions, please contact me at 415-972-3958.


 


Thanks!


Anita


 


Anita Lee, PhD


Environmental Scientist


US EPA, Air Division, Planning Office (Air-2)


75 Hawthorne Street


San Francisco, CA 94105


(415) 972-3958
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From: McKaughan, Colleen
To: Overman, Pamela
Subject: Re: NGS Consultation on August 28, 2013
Date: Monday, August 26, 2013 1:30:30 PM


2 PM


From: Overman, Pamela
Sent: Monday, August 26, 2013 11:41:14 AM
To: McKaughan, Colleen
Subject: RE: NGS Consultation on August 28, 2013
 
Hi Colleen.  Thank you for the updates.  What time is the consultation in SF?
 


From: McKaughan, Colleen 
Sent: Friday, August 23, 2013 4:10 PM
To: stephenbetsitty@navajo-nsn.gov; eugeniaquintana@navajo-nsn.gov
Cc: Lee, Anita; Overman, Pamela
Subject: NGS Consultation on August 28, 2013
 
Hi, Steve and Eugenia,
 
I wanted to let you know that we have invited DOI to participate in the NGS consultation scheduled


 for August 28th.  Letty Belin and David Palumbo plan to join us in person. I believe the President had
 requested in the past that the federal agencies do a better job of coordinating with each other, and
 it seemed appropriate given DOI’s role as a signatory to the Technical Working Group Agreement
 along with the Navajo Nation.  Jared will also make himself available for a private talk with the
 President if the President would like government to government consultation with EPA alone.
 Please let me know the President’s preference on this matter.
 


We are looking forward to consultation on the 28th between President Shelly, the Regional
 Administrator, and DOI. Thank you for helping to arrange it. I will be joining by phone so I’m sorry
 that I won’t see you in person.
 
 
Colleen W. McKaughan
Associate Director, Air Division
USEPA, Region 9
520-498-0118
mckaughan.colleen@epa.gov
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From: Bartlett, Brad
To: Dertke, Daniel (ENRD)
Cc: MShapp@hgnlaw.com; MGoodstein@hgnlaw.com; vinceyazzie@yahoo.com; barthlawoffice@gmail.com; 


jbrimmer@earthjustice.org; agoodin@earthjustice.org; Anderson, Lea; Lyons, Ann; ALynch@hgnlaw.com
Subject: Re: NGS petitions, Nos. 14-73055, 14-73100, 14-73101, 14-73102 (9th Cir.)
Date: Wednesday, November 05, 2014 9:17:24 AM


Dear Mr. Dertke,


We appreciate you reaching out to us and setting up a call to discuss briefing and scheduling 
matters.  Appellants have now conferred on these matters and respectfully propose the 
following:
 
With regard to briefing, Appellants propose as as follows:
 
(1) Appellants will file two briefs, TNA/NPCA Appellants’ Combined Opening Brief and Hopi 
Appellant’s Opening Brief.  The combined wording of both briefs will not exceed 28,000 words
 in toto (14,000 x 2) and can be the result of any combination of words from the two briefs.  
Mr. Yazzie will not be filing a brief, but will submit a declaration with TNA/NPCA 
Appellants' opening brief. 
 
(2) EPA Response Brief at 14,000 words; TWG Intervenors’ Response Brief at 14,000 words.
 
(3) Appellants will file two reply briefs, TNA/NPCA Appellants’ Combined Reply Brief and 
Hopi Appellant’s Reply Brief.  The combined wording of both briefs will not exceed 14,000 
words in toto (7,000 x 2) and can be the result of any combination of words from the two 
briefs.
 
With regard to scheduling, Appellants proposed as follows: 
 
(1) EPA prepares and files the record: November 14, 2014.  
 
(2) TNA/NPCA Appellants’ Combined Opening Brief and Hopi Appellant’s Opening Brief: 
January 16, 2014
 
(3) EPA Response Brief and TWG Intervenors Response Brief: February 15, 2014
 
(4) TNA/NPCA Appellants’ Combined Reply Brief and Hopi Appellant’s Reply Brief: March 2, 
2014.
 
We look forward to discussing these matters with you at 10AM PDT/11AM MDT.
 
Sincerely,
 
Brad A. Bartlett, Assistant Professor
University of Denver
Environmental Law Clinic
2225 E. Evans Ave., Suite 335
Denver, CO 80208
Phone: (303) 871-7870
Email: bbartlett@law.du.edu
 
Confidentiality Notice: This electronic transmission, and any documents, files or previous 
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electronic messages attached may contain information that is confidential or legally 
privileged. If you are not the intended recipient, or a person responsible for delivering it to the 
intended recipient, you are hereby notified that you must not read this transmission and that 
any disclosure, copying, printing, or distribution or use of any of the information contained in 
or attached to this transmission is prohibited. If you received this transmission in error, please
 immediately notify the sender by telephone (303) 871-7870, or return email and dispose of the 
original transmission and its attachments without reading or saving in any manner.  Thank 
you.


On Nov 4, 2014, at 12:36 PM, Dertke, Daniel (ENRD) <Daniel.Dertke@usdoj.gov> wrote:


Folks, let's try to talk tomorrow, Wednesday November 5 at 10 am Pacific time. 
We can use my conference line:  (866) 410-9426, code 202-514-0994. I would 
like to discuss with all parties (1) consolidation, (2) mediation, and (3) briefing 
schedule and format.
- Dan


On Oct 31, 2014, at 12:13 PM, "Dertke, Daniel (ENRD)" 
<DDertke@ENRD.USDOJ.GOV<mailto:DDertke@ENRD.USDOJ.GOV>> 
wrote:


Hello, my name in Dan Dertke and I am representing EPA in these four petitions 
challenging EPA’s final action regarding the Navajo Generating Station, 79 Fed. 
Reg. 46514 (Aug. 8, 2014).  I will shortly be entering an appearance to substitute 
for Jon Lipshultz, but in the meantime my contact information is below.


I would like to discuss two case-management issues with you.  First, I think these 
four cases should be consolidated, and second, I would like to propose an 
alternative briefing schedule and format that takes into account the fact that there 
are four Petitioners, that provides more time for EPA’s response brief (and that 
does not run over the winter holidays), and that takes into account the potential 
intervenors.  Are folks available to talk on Wednesday morning, November 5?  
Counsel in 14-73101 have a telephone settlement assessment call that day with a 
Circuit Mediator, at 11:00 Pacific time, so I would prefer that we talk before then,
 but Wednesday morning won’t work for everyone’s schedule then I think its fine 
for us all to talk later.


Dan Dertke
U.S. Department of Justice
PO Box 7611
Washington, DC  20044
(202) 514-0994
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From: Jordan, Deborah
To: W Auberle; McKaughan, Colleen
Subject: Re: NGS teleconference on June 10
Date: Monday, June 10, 2013 3:01:59 PM


Thanks. Please know that Colleen and I are both on furlough on Friday the 14th and are therefore
 not available via phone, email or otherwise that day. 


Deborah Jordan 
Director, Air Division 
EPA Region 9 
(415) 972-3133


From: W Auberle
Sent: Monday, June 10, 2013 2:56:23 PM
To: Jordan, Deborah; McKaughan, Colleen
Subject: NGS teleconference on June 10
 
Debbie & Colleen,
 
Our multi-party teleconference regarding NGS scheduled for tomorrow at 8:00 AM must be
 postponed.  Sorry for this late notice.  I'll call to discuss following an in-person meeting of the
 TWG on June 13.
 
Bill
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From: William Auberle
To: Jordan, Deborah
Cc: McKaughan, Colleen
Subject: Re: NGS teleconference on June 10
Date: Monday, June 10, 2013 3:11:19 PM


Got it! (Sorry about sequester.)


Sent from my iPhone


On Jun 10, 2013, at 3:01 PM, "Jordan, Deborah" <Jordan.Deborah@epa.gov> wrote:


Thanks. Please know that Colleen and I are both on furlough on Friday the 14th and are
 therefore not available via phone, email or otherwise that day. 


Deborah Jordan 
Director, Air Division 
EPA Region 9 
(415) 972-3133


From: W Auberle
Sent: Monday, June 10, 2013 2:56:23 PM
To: Jordan, Deborah; McKaughan, Colleen
Subject: NGS teleconference on June 10
 
Debbie & Colleen,
 
Our multi-party teleconference regarding NGS scheduled for tomorrow at 8:00
 AM must be postponed.  Sorry for this late notice.  I'll call to discuss following
 an in-person meeting of the TWG on June 13.
 
Bill
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From: Blumenfeld, Jared
To: McKaughan, Colleen
Subject: Re: Navajo Generating Station - Supplement to Proposed BART Federal Implementation Plan
Date: Wednesday, September 25, 2013 2:20:56 PM


Thanks. Will do.


Jared Blumenfeld, EPA


From: McKaughan, Colleen
Sent: Wednesday, September 25, 2013 2:16:48 PM
To: Blumenfeld, Jared
Cc: Ryerson.Teddy; Gaudario, Abigail; Glosson, Niloufar; Overman, Pamela; Lee, Anita
Subject: Navajo Generating Station - Supplement to Proposed BART Federal Implementation Plan
 
Hi, Jared,
 
We can’t seem to arrange a call with Hopi today. Would you mind sending the Chairman the
 email below with whatever edits you want to make. We will want to do the same thing for
 President Shelly. I will send you a separate email for that.  Thanks!
 
Colleen
 
Addresses: LShingoitewa@hopi.nsn.us; robertlyttle@yahoo.com; NHonanie@hopi.nsn.us
 
CCs: Jordan,Deborah; McKaughan,Colleen; Lee, Anita; Glosson, Niloufar; Overman, Pamela;
 
Dear Chairman Shingoitewa,
 
I’m sorry we did not get a chance to talk today but I understand that you were in a Tribal
 Council meeting for most of the day. If you would like to schedule a call at a more convenient
 time, I would be glad to do so.
 
I did want to let you know that today I signed a supplemental notice proposing the BART
 alternative, submitted on July 26th by the Technical Work Group (TWG), as a “better than
 BART” alternative. EPA’s independent analysis of the TWG Alternative indicates that it
 meets the requirements of the Clean Air Act and the Regional Haze Rule. EPA is proposing to
 determine that the TWG alternative is “better than BART” because maintaining emissions
 below the 2009-2044 NOX Cap achieves greater reasonable progress than BART towards the
 national visibility goal. We understand that you do not support the TWG Alternative, but as
 we explained in our September 13, 2013, consultation, EPA’s role is to evaluate the TWG
 Alternative for BART against the framework proposed on February 5, 2013. We look forward
 to receiving comments from the Hopi Tribe on the original proposal as well as this
 supplemental proposal. EPA is continuing to take comment on our February 5, 2013 proposal
 as well as on this new TWG alternative through January 6, 2014.
 
I am attaching a fact sheet and a prepublication version of the notice. Shortly you will be able
 to view this and other pertinent information at: http://www.epa.gov/region9/air/navajo/
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If you have any questions, please do not hesitate to call me at 415-947-8702.
 
Jared Blumenfeld
Regional Administrator
 
 








From: W Auberle
To: Jordan, Deborah
Cc: J Roberts; Barr Kelly J; Karin Wadsack
Subject: Re: Navajo Generating Station - TWG
Date: Friday, March 08, 2013 5:58:34 PM


Debbie,
 
I'm very pleased that you will join us.
 
As for our schedule, we will begin with lunch! 
Following, in order, will be a brief welcome, re-statement of purpose, and intros; remarks
 from you (including a likely Q&A); explanation of TWG procedures and
 protocols; discussion of outreach to other interested parties (communications); discussion of
 TWG scope; and planning and scheduling of subsequent meetings.  Necessarily this and
 all meetings will be held to a tight agenda and time allocation.  Given the above, you are
 welcome to depart at anytime (following your remarks, of course).  For your travel planning,
 your direct engagement should end by 3:15. 
 
If you have additional thoughts or questions, please let me know.
 
Bill 


On Fri, Mar 8, 2013 at 9:05 AM, Jordan, Deborah <Jordan.Deborah@epa.gov> wrote:


Thank you, Bill.


 


I would be happy to come, and to speak about the BART proposal, the schedule for
 the rule making, etc. 


 


I’m assuming that you wouldn’t want me to stay for the full meeting, given that I
 can’t be part of developing options, which I understand to be the purpose of the
 group.  Could you give me a sense of how you’re going to structure the day so that
 we might determine how my role fits within the meeting and how long I should plan
 to be there?


 


Thanks so much.


 


Debbie
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From: W Auberle [mailto:wauberle@en3pro.com] 
Sent: Thursday, March 07, 2013 6:10 PM
To: Jordan, Deborah
Cc: J Roberts; Barr Kelly J; Karin Wadsack


Subject: Navajo Generating Station - TWG


 


Hi Debbie,


 


As you are aware Salt River Project is forming a technical work group to assist with
 planning for the Navajo Generating Station.  Since the requirements of the Clean Air Act as
 administered by EPA are principal drivers of this endeavor, we would like for you to join
 the work group at the first meeting on March 21.  Certainly you can help this group to
 understand (among other things) the scope and schedule of the BART rule making now well
 underway.


 


I have attached a copy of the invitation that went to several key entities having great interest
 in NGS planning.  If you have any questions about this request/invitation, please call on
 me.  I look forward to seeing you again on the 21st.


 


Bill    
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From: Kevin Rogers
To: McKaughan, Colleen
Subject: Re: Navajo Generating Station – Supplement to Proposed BART Federal Implementation Plan
Date: Wednesday, September 25, 2013 4:10:27 PM


Understand, will let you know after we have time to study this.


Sent from my Verizon Wireless 4G LTE DROID


"McKaughan, Colleen" <McKaughan.Colleen@epa.gov> wrote:


You are welcome. We are interested in the views of the ag community with respect to all three
 options, and what this latest option does to water costs, if anything.
 


From: Kevin Rogers [mailto:kevinrogers@azfb.org] 
Sent: Wednesday, September 25, 2013 3:53 PM
To: McKaughan, Colleen
Subject: Re: Navajo Generating Station – Supplement to Proposed BART Federal Implementation Plan
 
Thank you for keeping us in the loop.
 
Sent from my Verizon Wireless 4G LTE DROID


"McKaughan, Colleen" <McKaughan.Colleen@epa.gov> wrote:


 
 
Dear Kevin and Dan,
 
Today, Regional Administrator Jared Blumenfeld signed a supplemental notice proposing the
 BART alternative, submitted on July 26th by the Technical Work Group, as a “better than
 BART” alternative. EPA’s independent analysis of the TWG Alternative indicates that it
 meets the requirements of the CAA and the RHR. EPA is proposing to determine that the
 TWG alternative is “better than BART” because maintaining emissions below the 2009-2044
 NOX Cap achieves greater reasonable progress than BART towards the national visibility
 goal. EPA is continuing to take comment on our February 5, 2013 proposal as well as on this
 new TWG alternative through January 6, 2014.
 
I am attaching a fact sheet and a prepublication version of the notice. Shortly you will be able
 to view this and other pertinent information at: http://www.epa.gov/region9/air/navajo/
 
If you have any questions, please do not hesitate to call me at (520) 498-0118.  Please feel free
 to share with others who may be interested.
Colleen W. McKaughan
Associate Director, Air Division
USEPA, Region 9
520-498-0118
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mckaughan.colleen@epa.gov
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From: Kevin Rogers
To: McKaughan, Colleen
Subject: Re: Navajo Generating Station – Supplement to Proposed BART Federal Implementation Plan
Date: Wednesday, September 25, 2013 3:53:06 PM


Thank you for keeping us in the loop.


Sent from my Verizon Wireless 4G LTE DROID


"McKaughan, Colleen" <McKaughan.Colleen@epa.gov> wrote:


 
 
Dear Kevin and Dan,
 
Today, Regional Administrator Jared Blumenfeld signed a supplemental notice proposing the
 BART alternative, submitted on July 26th by the Technical Work Group, as a “better than
 BART” alternative. EPA’s independent analysis of the TWG Alternative indicates that it
 meets the requirements of the CAA and the RHR. EPA is proposing to determine that the
 TWG alternative is “better than BART” because maintaining emissions below the 2009-2044
 NOX Cap achieves greater reasonable progress than BART towards the national visibility
 goal. EPA is continuing to take comment on our February 5, 2013 proposal as well as on this
 new TWG alternative through January 6, 2014.
 
I am attaching a fact sheet and a prepublication version of the notice. Shortly you will be able
 to view this and other pertinent information at: http://www.epa.gov/region9/air/navajo/
 
If you have any questions, please do not hesitate to call me at (520) 498-0118.  Please feel free
 to share with others who may be interested.
Colleen W. McKaughan
Associate Director, Air Division
USEPA, Region 9
520-498-0118
mckaughan.colleen@epa.gov
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From: Kevin Rogers
To: McKaughan, Colleen
Subject: Re: Navajo Generating Station – Supplement to Proposed BART Federal Implementation Plan
Date: Thursday, September 26, 2013 2:06:42 PM


Thank you, waiting with bated breath. 


Sent from my iPad


On Sep 26, 2013, at 2:04 PM, "McKaughan, Colleen" <McKaughan.Colleen@epa.gov>
 wrote:


We are on the phone with ADEQ right now. You will be seeing our comments shortly.
 We are willing to meet with you and others to go over our comments just to make sure
 we understand each other. We are having trouble understanding certain BMPs.
 


From: Kevin Rogers [mailto:kevinrogers@azfb.org] 
Sent: Thursday, September 26, 2013 1:55 PM
To: McKaughan, Colleen
Subject: Re: Navajo Generating Station – Supplement to Proposed BART Federal
 Implementation Plan
 
Anything on AG bmp's? 


Sent from my iPad


On Sep 25, 2013, at 3:56 PM, "McKaughan, Colleen" <McKaughan.Colleen@epa.gov>
 wrote:


You are welcome. We are interested in the views of the ag community
 with respect to all three options, and what this latest option does to
 water costs, if anything.
 


From: Kevin Rogers [mailto:kevinrogers@azfb.org] 
Sent: Wednesday, September 25, 2013 3:53 PM
To: McKaughan, Colleen
Subject: Re: Navajo Generating Station – Supplement to Proposed BART
 Federal Implementation Plan
 
Thank you for keeping us in the loop.
 
Sent from my Verizon Wireless 4G LTE DROID


"McKaughan, Colleen" <McKaughan.Colleen@epa.gov> wrote:


 
 
Dear Kevin and Dan,
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Today, Regional Administrator Jared Blumenfeld signed a
 supplemental notice proposing the BART alternative, submitted on
 July 26th by the Technical Work Group, as a “better than BART”
 alternative. EPA’s independent analysis of the TWG Alternative
 indicates that it meets the requirements of the CAA and the RHR.
 EPA is proposing to determine that the TWG alternative is “better
 than BART” because maintaining emissions below the 2009-2044
 NOX Cap achieves greater reasonable progress than BART towards
 the national visibility goal. EPA is continuing to take comment on
 our February 5, 2013 proposal as well as on this new TWG
 alternative through January 6, 2014.
 
I am attaching a fact sheet and a prepublication version of the notice.
 Shortly you will be able to view this and other pertinent information
 at: http://www.epa.gov/region9/air/navajo/
 
If you have any questions, please do not hesitate to call me at (520)
 498-0118.  Please feel free to share with others who may be
 interested.
Colleen W. McKaughan
Associate Director, Air Division
USEPA, Region 9
520-498-0118
mckaughan.colleen@epa.gov
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From: Long, Noah
To: Jordan, Deborah
Subject: Re: News Release: EPA"s Latest Proposal for Navajo Generating Station Cuts Emissions, Protects Health
Date: Thursday, September 26, 2013 6:19:19 PM


Great.


Sent from my mobile. Please excuse typos.


On Sep 26, 2013, at 6:18 PM, "Jordan, Deborah" <Jordan.Deborah@epa.gov<mailto:Jordan.Deborah@epa.gov>>
 wrote:


Does 10:00 work? I'm booked from 11-2.


Deborah Jordan
Director, Air Division
EPA Region 9
(415) 972-3133
________________________________
From: Long, Noah <nlong@nrdc.org<mailto:nlong@nrdc.org>>
Sent: Thursday, September 26, 2013 6:05:00 PM
To: Jordan, Deborah
Subject: RE: News Release: EPA's Latest Proposal for Navajo Generating Station Cuts Emissions, Protects Health


I have to be at a hearing at 2:30. Could we do a little earlier?


Noah Long<http://switchboard.nrdc.org/blogs/nlong/>
Natural Resources Defense Council<http://www.nrdc.org/>
Phone: (415) 875-6193


From: Jordan, Deborah [mailto:Jordan.Deborah@epa.gov]
Sent: Wednesday, September 25, 2013 8:16 PM
To: Long, Noah
Subject: Re: News Release: EPA's Latest Proposal for Navajo Generating Station Cuts Emissions, Protects Health


Does 2:00 PDT work?


Deborah Jordan
Director, Air Division
EPA Region 9
(415) 972-3133
________________________________
From: Long, Noah <nlong@nrdc.org<mailto:nlong@nrdc.org>>
Sent: Wednesday, September 25, 2013 10:56:23 PM
To: Jordan, Deborah
Subject: RE: News Release: EPA's Latest Proposal for Navajo Generating Station Cuts Emissions, Protects Health


Sure, I will be in NM at a wolf hearing (of all things), but can talk on the phone. Let me know what time works best
 for you.


Noah Long<http://switchboard.nrdc.org/blogs/nlong/>
Natural Resources Defense Council<http://www.nrdc.org/>
Phone: (415) 875-6193
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From: Jordan, Deborah [mailto:Jordan.Deborah@epa.gov]
Sent: Wednesday, September 25, 2013 7:54 PM
To: Long, Noah
Subject: Re: News Release: EPA's Latest Proposal for Navajo Generating Station Cuts Emissions, Protects Health


Hi Noah,
I'm out of town all week as well as the first part of next week (if we aren't shut down on Tuesday). Does next Friday
 work for you?
Deborah


Deborah Jordan
Director, Air Division
EPA Region 9
(415) 972-3133
________________________________
From: Long, Noah <nlong@nrdc.org<mailto:nlong@nrdc.org>>
Sent: Wednesday, September 25, 2013 10:18:04 PM
To: Jordan, Deborah
Subject: RE: News Release: EPA's Latest Proposal for Navajo Generating Station Cuts Emissions, Protects Health


Hi Deborah,
I have to say I was quite surprised to see this come out, particularly so quickly. Any chance you can talk on the
 phone tomorrow or meet up in person in SF on Friday?
Best,
Noah


Noah Long<http://switchboard.nrdc.org/blogs/nlong/>
Natural Resources Defense Council<http://www.nrdc.org/>
Phone: (415) 875-6193


From: U.S. EPA [mailto:usaepa@service.govdelivery.com]
Sent: Wednesday, September 25, 2013 3:16 PM
To: Long, Noah
Subject: News Release: EPA's Latest Proposal for Navajo Generating Station Cuts Emissions, Protects Health


For Immediate Release: September 25, 2013


 EPA's Latest Proposal for Navajo Generating Station Cuts Emissions, Protects Health


SAN FRANCISCO – Today, the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency announced a supplemental proposal to
 reduce emissions from Navajo Generating Station (NGS), one of the largest sources of harmful nitrogen oxide
 (NOx) emissions in the country. The 2,250 megawatt power coal-fired power plant is located on the Navajo Nation,
 less than 20 miles from the Grand Canyon, near Page, Arizona and the Utah state line.


On February 5, EPA issued a proposal to reduce by 73 percent the visibility impacts of NGS on eleven National
 Parks and Wilderness Areas. As part of that proposal, EPA asked the public to submit alternative scenarios that
 would achieve greater visibility benefits through different mechanisms. In response, a coalition of stakeholders
 from various sectors developed and submitted to EPA an alternative that establishes a lifetime cap in NOx
 emissions, accommodates different future ownership scenarios, and ensures greater emission reductions than EPA’s
 initial proposal.


The coalition, known as the Technical Work Group (TWG), is composed of the Central Arizona Water Conservation
 District, the Environmental Defense Fund, the Gila River Indian Community, Navajo Nation, the Salt River Project
 Agricultural Improvement District, the Department of the Interior and Western Resources Advocates.


Today’s supplemental proposal adds TWG’s alternative as a third option now available for public comment prior to
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 final agency action. EPA conducted a rigorous review of the TWG alternative to ensure that it meets the
 requirements of the Clean Air Act.


“These creative alternatives achieve greater emissions reductions at NGS while giving tribes and owners more
 flexibility,” said Jared Blumenfeld, EPA’s Regional Administrator for the Pacific Southwest. “This is good news
 for visitors to national parks and for public health.”


NGS is co-owned by the U.S. Bureau of Reclamation, Salt River Project, Los Angeles Department of Water and
 Power, Arizona Public Service, Nevada Power Company and Tucson Electric Power.


Although not formally part of the today’s action, the TWG plan also includes commitments by the U.S. Department
 of the Interior to achieve 80 percent clean energy for the federal share in NGS by 2035, and to complete a study on
 renewable energy options for the plant by the National Renewable Energy Laboratory. The TWG plan also includes
 a guarantee that the environmental review for NGS will consider clean energy generation options.


EPA is requesting comment by January 6, 2014, on today’s supplemental proposal and the initial February proposal.
 The public will have five opportunities to attend open houses and public hearings in Arizona during the week of
 November 12:


November 12: LeChee, Ariz.


Open House/Hearing: 10 a.m. – 1 p.m.


LeChee Chapter House


(Coppermine Road, 3 miles south of Page)


November 12: Page, Ariz.


Open House: 3 p.m. – 5 p.m., Public Hearing: 6 p.m. – 9 p.m.


Page High School Cultural Arts Building,


434 Lake Powell Blvd.


November 13: Kykotsmovi Village


Open House: 3 p.m. – 5 p.m., Public Hearing: 6 p.m. – 9 p.m.


Hopi Day School


Quarter-mile East Main Street


November 14: Phoenix, Ariz.


Open House: 3 p.m. – 5 p.m., Public Hearing: 6 p.m. – 10 p.m.


Phoenix Convention Center


100 North 3rd Street







November 15: Tucson, Ariz.


Open House: 3 p.m. – 5 p.m., Public Hearing: 6 p.m. – 9 p.m.


Pima Community College West Campus


Proscenium Theatre, Center for the Arts Building


(2 miles west of I-10 on St. Mary’s Road)


 For additional information on the proposed rulemaking and opportunities to provide input, please go to:
 http://www.epa.gov/region9/air/navajo/index.html#proposed


Media Contact: Margot Perez-Sullivan, perezsullivan.margot@epa.gov<mailto:perezsullivan.margot@epa.gov>


________________________________
[EPA Seal]


You can unsubscribe or update your subscriptions or e-mail address at any time on your Subscriber Preferences
 Page<https://public.govdelivery.com/accounts/USAEPA/subscriber/edit?preferences=true#tab1>. All you will need
 is your e-mail address. If you have any questions or problems, please e-mail
 support@govdelivery.com<mailto:support@govdelivery.com> for assistance.


This service is provided to you at no charge by the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency<http://www.epa.gov/>.
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From: Lee, Anita
To: kuuyi@aol.com
Cc: McKaughan, Colleen; hayes, jacquelyn; Heller, Zoe; Overman, Pamela; Ebbert, Laura; Reyes, Deldi
Subject: Re: Note from Black Mesa Trust
Date: Tuesday, October 22, 2013 1:48:01 PM


Good Afternoon Vernon,
 
I am writing to you to respond to the questions you posed to Jared Blumenfeld, via Jackie Hayes.
 
We do not have a specific timeline for taking final action on Navajo Generating Station. Our current
 milestones include:
 
Nov 12-15, 2013 – Public Hearings at five different locations in Arizona
Jan 6, 2014 – Close of Public Comment Period
 
Although we do not have a specific timeline for taking final action, after the close of the comment
 period in early January 2014, we plan to work expeditiously to review and respond to all comments
 in preparation for issuing a final rule.
 
If you have additional questions, please do not hesitate to contact me or Colleen McKaughan (at
 mckaughan.colleen@epa.gov). We are the contacts for the BART rulemaking for Navajo Generating
 Station.
 
Thank you very much,
 
Anita
 
Anita Lee, PhD
Environmental Scientist
US EPA, Air Division, Planning Office (Air-2)
75 Hawthorne Street
San Francisco, CA 94105
(415) 972-3958
 
 
 
From: kuuyi@aol.com [mailto:kuuyi@aol.com] 
Sent: Tuesday, October 22, 2013 12:07 PM
To: hayes, jacquelyn
Subject: Re: Note from Black Mesa Trust
 
Jared, 
 
Now that EPA has added TWG alternative as another option to meet requirement of CAA, what is the
 revised timeline for EPA rule-making?  When can we expect EPA to make a final decision?
I appreciate if you can  try and answer these questions.
 
Thank you,
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Vernon Masayesva


-----Original Message-----
From: hayes, jacquelyn <hayes.jacquelyn@epa.gov>
To: kuuyi <kuuyi@aol.com>
Cc: Heller, Zoe <Heller.Zoe@epa.gov>; Ebbert, Laura <Ebbert.Laura@epa.gov>; Reyes, Deldi
 <Reyes.Deldi@epa.gov>; Overman, Pamela <Overman.Pamela@epa.gov>; Lee, Anita
 <Lee.Anita@epa.gov>
Sent: Mon, Oct 21, 2013 10:38 am
Subject: RE: Note from Black Mesa Trust


Good Morning,
 
A draft of the supplemental proposed rule is available on our website:
 http://www.epa.gov/region9/air/navajo/index.html#proposed. The proposed rule will be published in the
 Federal Register tomorrow. Our website will subsequently be updated to include the official FR version of
 the proposal.
 
Please let us know if you need more information.
 
Thank you,
 
Jackie
 
 
--------------------------------------------------
Jacquelyn Hayes, MPH, CPH
US EPA Region 9
75 Hawthorne St., CED-4
San Francisco, CA  94105
Email: hayes.jacquelyn@epa.gov
Phone: 415-972-3259
 
From: hayes, jacquelyn 
Sent: Monday, October 21, 2013 9:35 AM
To: 'kuuyi@aol.com'
Cc: Heller, Zoe; Ebbert, Laura; Reyes, Deldi; Overman, Pamela
Subject: RE: Note from Black Mesa Trust
 
Good Morning,
 
Thank you for your email. I apologize for the delayed response. I was out of the office for the last three
 weeks and am getting caught up on my emails.
 
I have forwarded your message to Laura Ebbert, Pamela Overman, and Zoe Heller, who will be able to
 assist with your request.
 
Thank you,
 
Jackie
 
 
--------------------------------------------------
Jacquelyn Hayes, MPH, CPH
US EPA Region 9
75 Hawthorne St., CED-4
San Francisco, CA  94105
Email: hayes.jacquelyn@epa.gov
Phone: 415-972-3259
 
From: kuuyi@aol.com [mailto:kuuyi@aol.com] 
Sent: Wednesday, October 16, 2013 8:27 PM
To: hayes, jacquelyn
Subject: Note from Black Mesa Trust
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Jacquelyn please give to Jared Blumenfeld:
 
October 16, 2013
 
Jared,
 
I would like to have the information on the supplemental visibility rule for NGS that incorporates some of
 the TWG recommendations.   I need to sutdy the details to prepare for the up-coming EPA hearing on
 BART to take place on Hopi Nov. 13, 2013.
 
Thank you,
 
Vernon Masayesva
Director, Black Mesa Trust








From: McKaughan, Colleen
To: eugeniaquintana@navajo-nsn.gov
Subject: Re: Response to President Shelly Request for NGS Consultation
Date: Tuesday, July 23, 2013 7:14:28 AM


Hi, Eugenia,
Jared is just back from vacation so I put in the request for the 15th. Is the President still willing to
 come to San Francisco? If not, would Phoenix work?
Thanks,
Colleen


 
From: Eugenia Quintana <eugeniaquintana@navajo-nsn.gov>
Sent: Monday, July 22, 2013 7:27:02 AM
To: McKaughan, Colleen
Subject: FW: Response to President Shelly Request for NGS Consultation
 
Hi Colleen:
 


Will August 15th work for Jared?
 
Alberta Laughing replied that August 15 would work for President Shelly.
 
Thanks.
 
Eugenia
 


From: McKaughan, Colleen [mailto:McKaughan.Colleen@epa.gov] 
Sent: Tuesday, July 09, 2013 11:44 AM
To: Eugenia Quintana
Subject: Re: Response to President Shelly Request for NGS Consultation
 
I'd be glad to.


From: Eugenia Quintana <eugeniaquintana@navajo-nsn.gov>
Sent: Tuesday, July 09, 2013 8:28:17 AM
To: McKaughan, Colleen
Subject: RE: Response to President Shelly Request for NGS Consultation
 
Hi Colleen:
 
Steve said he would like to look at a later date for this consultation and he asked me to check with
 Alberta regarding President Shelly’s availability in mid-august or other dates.
 
Can you check with Jared’s schedule also?
 
Thanks, Colleen.
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eugenia
 


From: McKaughan, Colleen [mailto:McKaughan.Colleen@epa.gov] 
Sent: Monday, July 08, 2013 5:49 PM
To: Stephen B. Etsitty; Eugenia Quintana
Cc: Lee, Anita
Subject: RE: Response to President Shelly Request for NGS Consultation
 
Hi, Steve and Eugenia,
 


I wanted to check in to see whether the President still wants to do NGS consultation on July 25th or


 26th. If you don’t have an answer yet, I’ll check back later. I’m going to San Francisco tomorrow for
 the presentation on the alternative.
 
Colleen
 


From: McKaughan, Colleen 
Sent: Thursday, June 27, 2013 3:15 PM
To: stephenbetsitty@navajo-nsn.gov; eugeniaquintana@navajo-nsn.gov
Cc: Lee, Anita
Subject: RE: Response to President Shelly Request for NGS Consultation
 
Thanks, Steve.
 
We will wait to hear from you next week.
 
Colleen
 


From: Stephen B. Etsitty [mailto:stephenbetsitty@navajo-nsn.gov] 
Sent: Thursday, June 27, 2013 3:05 PM
To: McKaughan, Colleen; eugeniaquintana@navajo-nsn.gov
Cc: Lee, Anita
Subject: Re: Response to President Shelly Request for NGS Consultation
 
Hello, Thank you for the reply.
 
We do need to reconsider the scheduled July meeting date in light of the extension of the Public
 Comment period to October 4, 2013.
 
Let me get back to you next week, after I discuss the opportunity to reschedule the July consultation
 with President Shelly and others involved in the development of our comments.
 
SBE 


Sent from my BlackBerry 10 smartphone on the Verizon Wireless 4G LTE network.


From: McKaughan, Colleen
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Sent: Thursday, June 27, 2013 3:41 PM
To: Stephen B. Etsitty; Eugenia Quintana
Cc: Lee, Anita
Subject: Response to President Shelly Request for NGS Consultation
 
 
Hi, Steve and Eugenia,
 
Here is a copy of the letter that EPA is sending to President Shelly in response to his request for
 consultation on NGS. I believe we originally discussed this time frame because we were going to
 schedule the hearings in the latter part of July. As you have probably heard, we are extending the
 public comment period from August 5, 2013 to October 5, 2013 at the request of SRP and the
 Technical Working Group, of which the Navajo Nation is a member. This means that the hearings
 will not take place in July or August.  We have time reserved on Jared’s calendar in July for
 consultation with President Shelly. Please let us know if the President would prefer consultation at a
 different time, now that the hearings are going to be postponed.
 
I will send you a copy of the notice extending the public comment period in a separate email for your
 files.
 
Colleen
 
 
 








From: McKaughan, Colleen
To: eugeniaquintana@navajo-nsn.gov
Subject: Re: Response to President Shelly Request for NGS Consultation
Date: Tuesday, July 09, 2013 10:43:46 AM


I'd be glad to.


From: Eugenia Quintana <eugeniaquintana@navajo-nsn.gov>
Sent: Tuesday, July 09, 2013 8:28:17 AM
To: McKaughan, Colleen
Subject: RE: Response to President Shelly Request for NGS Consultation
 
Hi Colleen:
 
Steve said he would like to look at a later date for this consultation and he asked me to check with
 Alberta regarding President Shelly’s availability in mid-august or other dates.
 
Can you check with Jared’s schedule also?
 
Thanks, Colleen.
 
eugenia
 


From: McKaughan, Colleen [mailto:McKaughan.Colleen@epa.gov] 
Sent: Monday, July 08, 2013 5:49 PM
To: Stephen B. Etsitty; Eugenia Quintana
Cc: Lee, Anita
Subject: RE: Response to President Shelly Request for NGS Consultation
 
Hi, Steve and Eugenia,
 


I wanted to check in to see whether the President still wants to do NGS consultation on July 25th or


 26th. If you don’t have an answer yet, I’ll check back later. I’m going to San Francisco tomorrow for
 the presentation on the alternative.
 
Colleen
 


From: McKaughan, Colleen 
Sent: Thursday, June 27, 2013 3:15 PM
To: stephenbetsitty@navajo-nsn.gov; eugeniaquintana@navajo-nsn.gov
Cc: Lee, Anita
Subject: RE: Response to President Shelly Request for NGS Consultation
 
Thanks, Steve.
 
We will wait to hear from you next week.
 
Colleen
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From: Stephen B. Etsitty [mailto:stephenbetsitty@navajo-nsn.gov] 
Sent: Thursday, June 27, 2013 3:05 PM
To: McKaughan, Colleen; eugeniaquintana@navajo-nsn.gov
Cc: Lee, Anita
Subject: Re: Response to President Shelly Request for NGS Consultation
 
Hello, Thank you for the reply.
 
We do need to reconsider the scheduled July meeting date in light of the extension of the Public
 Comment period to October 4, 2013.
 
Let me get back to you next week, after I discuss the opportunity to reschedule the July consultation
 with President Shelly and others involved in the development of our comments.
 
SBE 


Sent from my BlackBerry 10 smartphone on the Verizon Wireless 4G LTE network.


From: McKaughan, Colleen
Sent: Thursday, June 27, 2013 3:41 PM
To: Stephen B. Etsitty; Eugenia Quintana
Cc: Lee, Anita
Subject: Response to President Shelly Request for NGS Consultation
 
 
Hi, Steve and Eugenia,
 
Here is a copy of the letter that EPA is sending to President Shelly in response to his request for
 consultation on NGS. I believe we originally discussed this time frame because we were going to
 schedule the hearings in the latter part of July. As you have probably heard, we are extending the
 public comment period from August 5, 2013 to October 5, 2013 at the request of SRP and the
 Technical Working Group, of which the Navajo Nation is a member. This means that the hearings
 will not take place in July or August.  We have time reserved on Jared’s calendar in July for
 consultation with President Shelly. Please let us know if the President would prefer consultation at a
 different time, now that the hearings are going to be postponed.
 
I will send you a copy of the notice extending the public comment period in a separate email for your
 files.
 
Colleen
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From: Stephen B. Etsitty
To: McKaughan, Colleen; eugeniaquintana@navajo-nsn.gov
Cc: Lee, Anita
Subject: Re: Response to President Shelly Request for NGS Consultation
Date: Thursday, June 27, 2013 3:04:47 PM


Hello, Thank you for the reply.


We do need to reconsider the scheduled July meeting date in light of the extension of the
 Public Comment period to October 4, 2013.


Let me get back to you next week, after I discuss the opportunity to reschedule the July
 consultation with President Shelly and others involved in the development of our comments.


SBE 


Sent from my BlackBerry 10 smartphone on the Verizon Wireless 4G LTE network.


From: McKaughan, Colleen
Sent: Thursday, June 27, 2013 3:41 PM
To: Stephen B. Etsitty; Eugenia Quintana
Cc: Lee, Anita
Subject: Response to President Shelly Request for NGS Consultation


 
Hi, Steve and Eugenia,
 
Here is a copy of the letter that EPA is sending to President Shelly in response to his request for
 consultation on NGS. I believe we originally discussed this time frame because we were going to
 schedule the hearings in the latter part of July. As you have probably heard, we are extending the
 public comment period from August 5, 2013 to October 5, 2013 at the request of SRP and the
 Technical Working Group, of which the Navajo Nation is a member. This means that the hearings
 will not take place in July or August.  We have time reserved on Jared’s calendar in July for
 consultation with President Shelly. Please let us know if the President would prefer consultation at a
 different time, now that the hearings are going to be postponed.
 
I will send you a copy of the notice extending the public comment period in a separate email for your
 files.
 
Colleen
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From: Harris-Bishop, Rusty
To: McKaughan, Colleen; Glosson, Niloufar
Subject: Re: SRP Request for Delay on Navajo Generating Station
Date: Monday, June 24, 2013 9:37:46 AM


Thanks! We haven't made a decision on extending the comment period yet, though, correct?


Rusty


Rusty Harris-Bishop 
Press Officer/Project Manager 
415.972.3140 (o) 
415.694.8840 (c) 
Harris-Bishop.Rusty@epa.gov 


Sent by Blackberry 
Apologies for thumb-typing errors 


 
From: McKaughan, Colleen
Sent: Monday, June 24, 2013 8:52:29 AM
To: Harris-Bishop, Rusty; Glosson, Niloufar
Subject: RE: SRP Request for Delay on Navajo Generating Station
 
Yes, we got a formal request last week. Here’s a copy of it.  According to Ann Lyons, we can extend the
 public comment period at our discretion.
 
From: Harris-Bishop, Rusty 
Sent: Friday, June 21, 2013 4:06 PM
To: McKaughan, Colleen; Glosson, Niloufar
Subject: FW: SRP Request for Delay on Navajo Generating Station
 
Has this been formally submitted to EPA to request a delay in the decision?


Rusty
 
From: Fonseca, Felicia [mailto:ffonseca@ap.org] 
Sent: Friday, June 21, 2013 4:03 PM
To: Harris-Bishop, Rusty
Subject: SRP Request for Delay on Navajo Generating Station
 
Hey Rusty.
Do you  know what’s going on with this? Did SRP request a delay from EPA? If so, when. Is there a document
 that has that request?
Thanks.
Felicia
 
From: Refugio Mata [mailto:refugio.mata@sierraclub.org] 
Sent: Friday, June 21, 2013 3:59 PM
To: Fonseca, Felicia
Subject: SIERRA CLUB Issues Statement on SRP Request for Delay on Navajo Generating Station
 


FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE
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June 21, 2013
Contact: Bill Corcoran, (310) 490-3419


View as webpage


ARIZONA – The Sierra Club responds to SRP requesting delay on a plan for the Navajo
 Generating Station.


In response, Bill Corcoran, Western Regional Campaign Director for the Sierra Club’s
 Beyond Coal to Clean Energy Campaign released the following statement:


"The Sierra Club participated in several meetings of the Technical Working Group, which has
 discussed possible alternative approaches to cleaning up the dirty haze pollution produced by the
 massive Navajo Generating Station coal plant” said Bill Corcoran, Western Regional Campaign
 Director for the Sierra Club’s Beyond Coal to Clean Energy Campaign. “The Sierra Club left the
 discussions after the group failed to seriously consider any options to reduce haze pollution that
 followed the safeguards of the Clean Air Act.”


“The group has had months to develop a proposal; therefore, before any delay is granted, it should
 demonstrate to the EPA that it has an alternative that follows the law” continued Corcoran. “The
 EPA has previously delayed its rule to clean up haze pollution from Navajo Generating Station and
 giving still more time to SRP unnecessarily threatens human health and the cleanup of the world-
renowned Grand Canyon National Park. Other utilities have figured out how to reduce regional
 haze pollution. SRP should get on with the job and stop delaying."


###


Sierra Club | sierra.news@sierraclub.org
To subscribe, email media.assistant@sierraclub.org |


 www.sierraclub.org/pressroom
Explore, enjoy, and protect the planet.


 


If you would rather not receive future communications from Sierra Club, let us know by clicking here.
Sierra Club, 85 Second Street 2nd Floor, San Francisco, CA 94105 United States


The information contained in this communication is intended for the use
of the designated recipients named above. If the reader of this 
communication is not the intended recipient, you are hereby notified
that you have received this communication in error, and that any review,
dissemination, distribution or copying of this communication is strictly
prohibited. If you have received this communication in error, please 
notify The Associated Press immediately by telephone at +1-212-621-1898 
and delete this email. Thank you.
[IP_US_DISC]


 


msk dccc60c6d2c3a6438f0cf467d9a4938
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From: Barr Kelly J
To: McKaughan, Colleen
Cc: Jordan, Deborah; Lee, Anita
Subject: Re: Signed notice NGS extended comment period
Date: Thursday, June 27, 2013 1:06:25 PM


Thanks Colleen and Debbie. I appreciate it. 


Best, 


Kelly


 
From: McKaughan, Colleen [mailto:McKaughan.Colleen@epa.gov] 
Sent: Thursday, June 27, 2013 12:53 PM
To: Barr Kelly J 
Cc: Jordan, Deborah <Jordan.Deborah@epa.gov>; Lee, Anita <Lee.Anita@epa.gov> 
Subject: Signed notice NGS extended comment period 
 
 
Hi, Kelly,
 
Debbie told me that she talked to you about the public comment period extension this morning. I
 am forwarding a copy of the notice so you can share it with the Technical Working Group. We will
 also be contacting the Arizona Congressionals, National Park Service, NPCA, and Sierra Club about
 the extension. If you have any questions, please give me a call at 520-498-0118.
 
I hope you are doing well.
 
Colleen
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From: Jordan, Deborah
To: Barr Kelly J
Subject: Summary
Date: Friday, July 25, 2014 11:11:00 AM


 
Summary of Action  


EPA is taking final action to require the Navajo Generating Station (NGS) to reduce emissions
 of oxides of nitrogen (NOx) in order to reduce the impact NGS has on visibility at 11 national
 parks and wilderness areas. EPA is finalizing the requirements put forth in a Supplemental
 Proposal on October 22, 2013. These requirements are consistent with an agreement
 developed by a group of diverse stakeholders known as the Technical Work Group on NGS
 (TWG).


In today’s action, EPA is establishing a cap in NOx emissions from NGS over 2009 to 2044
 and requiring the operator of NGS to implement one of several alternative operating scenarios
 to comply with the 2009-2044 NOx Cap. Generally, the alternative operating scenarios
 require NGS to close one unit at NGS, or curtail electricity generation by a similar amount, in
 2019, and to meet a NOx emission limit that is achievable with the installation of selective
 catalytic reduction (SCR) on two units in 2030.


When fully implemented, this final action requires over an 80 percent reduction in NOx
 emissions from NGS and is expected to significantly reduce the impact of NGS on visibility
 at 11 mandatory Class I Federal areas.


 
Background On Today’s Final Action


NGS is subject to the BART requirement of the Clean Air Act and Regional Haze Rule based
 on its age and its effect on visibility at 11 national parks and wilderness areas, including the
 Grand Canyon. See map.


On February 5, 2013, EPA proposed a BART determination for NGS, an alternative to BART,
 and a framework for evaluating alternatives to BART that would allow greater flexibility in
 the timeframe for compliance if the alternative resulted in greater emission reductions. EPA
 invited stakeholders to suggest additional alternatives to BART that met our proposed
 framework.


EPA is exercising its discretion under the Regional Haze Rule and Tribal Authority Rule to set
 an appropriate compliance timeframe for “better than BART” alternatives for NGS and to
 give credit for early and voluntary NOx reductions achieved through the installation of low-
NOx burners with separated over fire air over 2009-2011.


On July 26, 2013, the TWG submitted Appendix B of the TWG Agreement to meet the
 framework for an alternative to BART.


The TWG is composed of Salt River Project (operator and co-owner of NGS), the U.S.
 Department of the Interior, the Navajo Nation, the Gila River Indian Community,
 Environmental Defense Fund, Western Resource Advocates, and the Central Arizona Water
 Conservation District.


EPA evaluated Appendix B of the TWG Agreement and in a Supplemental Proposal published
 on October 22, 2013, proposed regulatory requirements consistent with Appendix B of the
 TWG Agreement as a “better than BART” alternative.
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EPA held five public hearings and received approximately 77,000 written comments.


Today’s action finalizes the Supplemental Proposal.


General Background


NGS, a 2,250 MW coal-fired power plant, is located on the Navajo Nation Indian Reservation
 near Page, Arizona and is one of the largest sources of NOx in the country.


NOx is not only a visibility-impairing pollutant but is also regulated as a criteria pollutant
 (NO2) and as a precursor to other criteria pollutants, ozone and fine particulate matter.


Under the Clean Air Act, Congress required that EPA reduce visibility impairment in
 mandatory Class I federal areas across the country. States are required to adopt Regional Haze
 plans that improve visibility over time. These plans include BART determinations, where
 older sources are evaluated for additional pollution controls. Most states have completed this
 process and many have required stationary sources under their jurisdiction to install new air
 pollution controls for BART.


NGS has already installed pollution control equipment to significantly reduce emissions of
 sulfur dioxide (SO2) and particulate matter in order to protect visibility and improve air
 quality. Now, EPA is requiring that the facility take comparable action to reduce NOx
 emissions, the last component of pollution that significantly affects regional haze.


In 2011 alone, 4 million people visited the Grand Canyon. Visibility is important to healthy
 tourism and the economic vitality of the states, local and tribal communities in the West.


NGS is co-owned by the U.S. Bureau of Reclamation (24.3%), Salt River Project (21.7%), Los
 Angeles Department of Water and Power (21.2%), Arizona Public Service (14%), NV Energy
 (11.3%) and Tucson Electric Power (7.5%).


 
Los Angeles Department of Water and Power and NV Energy have announced their intentions
 to divest from NGS. Together they own 32.5 % of the plant, or almost one-third of the 3-unit
 facility.
 
Next Steps


The Federal Register notice will be published in approximately 2 – 3 weeks.  The rule will be
 effective 60 days after publication in the Federal Register.


 








From: Powers, Tom
To: Stephanie Kodish; McCabe, Janet
Subject: RE: Follow-up to NGS discussion
Date: Tuesday, May 20, 2014 8:45:49 AM


Thanks for sending this, Stephanie.
 
Best –
Tom
 


From: Stephanie Kodish [mailto:skodish@npca.org] 
Sent: Friday, May 16, 2014 2:54 PM
To: McCabe, Janet; Powers, Tom
Subject: Follow-up to NGS discussion
 
Hi Janet/Tom, thanks so much for taking time to talk on Wednesday. Attached please find a brief
 follow-up document summarizing those aspects of our Navajo Generating Station discussion relating
 to enforceability issues with the Working Group alternative as well as the concept of optionality
 (“Enforceability and Optionality Regarding NGS TWG”).
 
It is submitted on behalf of To Nizhoni Ani, Sierra Club, Natural Resources Defense Council and
 National Parks Conservation Association. I also attach for your reference, group comments
 (“Conservation Comments”) and an expert report (“Miller-Sahu Report”) that we submitted during
 EPA’s comment period for the proposed BART FIP for NGS – both are referenced in the summary
 document.
 
Please let me know if you have any questions.
 
Best,
Stephanie  
 
Stephanie Kodish
Director & Counsel, Clean Air Program | NPCA
865.329.2424 x28 | skodish@npca.org | npca.org
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From: McKaughan, Colleen
To: Webb, Thomas; Chen, Eugene; Bohning, Scott; Withey, Charlotte; GLASS, GEOFFREY
Subject: RE: Greenwire re: NGS and San Juan
Date: Thursday, October 09, 2014 1:08:00 PM


From: Webb, Thomas 
Sent: Thursday, October 09, 2014 10:52 AM
To: McKaughan, Colleen; Chen, Eugene; Bohning, Scott; Withey, Charlotte; GLASS, GEOFFREY
Subject: Greenwire re: NGS and San Juan


AIR POLLUTION:


Enviros challenge one haze plan while EPA approves another


Amanda Peterka, E&E reporter


Published: Thursday, October 9, 2014


Environmentalists this week challenged a final plan to reduce haze pollution at one of the country's
 largest coal-fired power plants.


The coalition of environmental groups says that U.S. EPA's plan for the Navajo Generating Station, a
 2,250-megawatt plant in Arizona, does not go far enough to improve visibility at Grand Canyon -- which
 is less than 20 miles away -- and other regional national parks.


EPA in July announced the final pollution reduction plan for Navajo, which calls for reductions of about 80
 percent in nitrogen oxide emissions from the plant by the year 2030. Under the plan, Navajo Generating
 Station is required to close one coal-fired unit in 2019 and meet the limits in the other two units through
 the installation of selective catalytic reduction technology.


EPA said the plan will reduce visual impairment by 73 percent at 11 surrounding national parks and
 wilderness areas, including the Grand Canyon. It is part of a larger Clean Air Act effort by EPA to reduce
 regional haze in natural areas.


"By cutting pollution from NGS, millions of visitors will see the magnificent vistas of the Grand Canyon
 with greater clarity," EPA Region 9 Administrator Jared Blumenfeld said in July (E&ENews PM, July 28).


But the National Parks Conservation Association, Sierra Club, Grand Canyon Trust and Natural
 Resources Defense Council accused EPA of illegally watering down the pollution reduction plan in their
 petition for review. The final plan stems from a proposal by a technical working group of American Indian
 leaders, conservationists and owners of the Navajo Generating Station.


"EPA has decided to avoid compliance with the requirements of the law and allow industry to delay
 cleaning up this dirty old plant with potentially empty and unenforceable promises," said Janette
 Brimmer, an Earthjustice staff attorney who is representing the environmental groups. "We have filed this
 case to steer EPA back onto the path of the law."


The petition was filed Tuesday in the 9th U.S. Circuit Court of Appeals.


Exemption 5: Deliberative/Attorney-Client
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The Navajo Generating Station is co-owned by the Bureau of Reclamation, the Salt River Project, the Los
 Angeles Department of Water and Power, Arizona Public Service, NV Energy and Tucson Electric
 Power. The Los Angeles Department of Water and Power and NV Energy, which collectively own 32.5
 percent of the plant, recently announced that they would divest from the generating station.


EPA approves San Juan haze plan


EPA today approved a separate final regional haze plan crafted by New Mexico for San Juan Generating
 Station, a 1,798-megawatt coal-fired power plant about 200 miles west of Navajo Generating Station in
 the Four Corners region.


The final plan requires the generating station to install nitrogen oxide pollution control devices on two
 units by early 2016 and to shutter two other units by Dec. 31, 2017. The actions will both reduce haze
 pollution at regional national parks and wildernesses and ensure that emissions from the coal plant do
 not interfere with programs in other states to improve visibility, EPA said in a Federal Register notice
 today.


The agency also today officially withdrew the federal plan for the generating station. Both actions were
 published today in the Federal Register.


The actions cap a long-running dispute between New Mexico and EPA over haze pollution stemming
 from the generating station. EPA initially rejected New Mexico's plan to reduce nitrogen oxide pollution at
 the plant, finding it insufficient to improve visibility at nearby national parks and wildernesses. In 2011,
 EPA ordered reductions at the plant, but the agency's action sparked a series of lawsuits, and it
 eventually put a stay on the requirements.


In February 2013, New Mexico and EPA announced that the state would be proceeding with an
 alternative to the federal plan. The new state plan approved today reflects a nonbinding agreement
 signed between plant operator Public Service Company of New Mexico, the state and EPA.


According to EPA, the new state plan is expected to cost $34.5 million, or $1,049 per ton of nitrogen
 oxides reduced, compared to the federal plan's cost of $345 million, or $5,684 per ton.


EPA said it believed the new state plan was "reasonable" when "cost, energy and non-air quality
 environmental impacts, and anticipated visibility benefits are taken into consideration."


The state plan has support from the Navajo Nation and environmentalists, though in public comments
 environmental groups said they would have preferred to see at least one other unit at the coal-fired
 power plant retired.


The National Park Service has expressed concern that the plan would achieve less progress than the
 federal plan in improving visibility at Mesa Verde National Park, Canyonlands National Park and
 Weminuche Wilderness.


EPA's federal plan had imposed limits of nitrogen oxides from San Juan's four units of 0.05 pound per
 million British thermal units; the approved state plan sets NOx limits for two units at 0.23 pound per
 million British thermal units.


 












From: Harris-Bishop, Rusty
To: Glosson, Niloufar; McKaughan, Colleen; Keener, Bill; Zito, Kelly; Maier, Brent; Lee, Anita; Lyons, Ann
Cc: Drinkard, Andrea; Saltman, Tamara; Belknap, Andra
Subject: RE: NGS - Proposal addresses pollution at Navajo coal plant
Date: Friday, July 26, 2013 2:25:45 PM


Here is another article on NGS:
 


Historic Agreement Reached for Navajo Generating Station


ICTMN Staff
July 26, 2013


 


The electricity delivery from the Navajo Generating Station will continue well into the
 future – while achieving significant air pollution reductions.


That was the announcement made this morning by the Department of the Interior,
 which said it is part of an agreement that was reached to continue the services of
 NGS.


That agreement was signed by the Department of the Interior, Central Arizona Water
 Conservation District, Navajo Nation, Gila River Indian Community, Salt River
 Project, Environmental Defense Fund, and Western Resources Advocates.


With the agreement came a proposed “Reasonable Progress Alternative to BART,”
 that was submitted to the United States Environmental Protection Agency today for
 consideration in developing the final Best Available Retrofit Technology (BART) rule
 for NGS.


“This consensus agreement among a very diverse group of interested parties is
 nothing short of historic,” said Assistant Secretary for Water and Science Anne
 Castle in a DOI press release. “Through collaboration and cooperation, this
 innovative proposal will not only significantly reduce harmful emissions, it will also
 mitigate the plant's carbon footprint and ensure continued generation of electricity
 that helps power the local economy.”


NGS, while being the largest coal-fired power plant in the West, is also the single
 sources of nitrogen oxide air pollution in the country, contributing to ozone and fine
 particle pollution in the region – home to the Grand Canyon and 10 other national
 parks and wilderness areas according to the release. Another significance for the
 NGS is that it provides more than “90 percent of the power for the Central Arizona
 Project (CAP), the state’s primary water delivery system, and plays a critical role in
 numerous tribal economies.”


The EPA in February issued a proposed BART rule for NGS to meet Clean Air Act
 legal mandates, recognizing the important role NGS plays on the regional economy,
 the EPA invited alternative proposals. According to the release, a Technical Working
 Group that consists of NGS owners, the DOI, affected tribes and other interested
 parties came together and submitted a supplemental proposal. “The group worked to
 address the concerns of many diverse interests in the plant and to provide the best
 path forward for all parties, in a manner that reflects current and future economic and
 environmental considerations,” the DOI release states.
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Emissions of nitrogen oxide and carbon dioxide will be significantly reduced under the
 agreement, while maintaining essential operations at NGS into the future.


Key items within the agreement are:


--An 11.3 million metric tons, or 3 percent annually, carbon dioxide emissions
 reduction no later than December 31


-- 80 percent clean energy by 2035 for the U.S. share in NGS


-- $5 million Local Benefit Fund for community improvement projects within 100 miles
 of NGS or the Kayenta Mine, which supplies coal to NGS.


-- Development of a 33-megawatt solar energy facility for the Gila River Indian
 Community


-- DOI will provide copy00 million over 10 years, beginning in 2020, to provide
 financial assistance to tribes in Arizona that rely on water from the Central Arizona
 Project.


The release states “[t]he agreement reached today will further the objectives set forth
 in the Joint Statement to find ways to produce ‘clean, affordable and reliable power,
 affordable and sustainable water supplies, and sustainable economic development,
 while minimizing negative impacts on those who currently obtain significant benefits
 from NGS, including tribal nations.’”


Read more at http://indiancountrytodaymedianetwork.com/2013/07/26/historic-
agreement-reached-navajo-generating-station-150606
 


From: Glosson, Niloufar 
Sent: Friday, July 26, 2013 8:02 AM
To: McKaughan, Colleen; Keener, Bill; Zito, Kelly; Harris-Bishop, Rusty; Maier, Brent; Lee, Anita; Lyons,
 Ann
Cc: Drinkard, Andrea; Saltman, Tamara; Belknap, Andra
Subject: NGS - Proposal addresses pollution at Navajo coal plant
 


Proposal addresses pollution at Navajo coal plant
 
By FELICIA FONSECA, Associated Press
Published 12:05 am, Friday, July 26, 2013


 
FLAGSTAFF, Ariz. (AP) — The U.S. Environmental Protection Agency wants haze-causing
 nitrogen oxide emissions reduced by 84 percent at a coal-fired power plant on the Navajo Nation,
 but a group meeting over the past few months on the proposal says it can do better.
 
An alternative plan to be submitted Friday to the EPA would shut down one of three 750-megawatt
 units at the Navajo Generating Station near Page by 2020, cutting pollution beyond what the EPA
 has proposed. The plant's operator, Salt River Project, said the plan takes into account potential
 ownership changes and pushes back the implementation of expensive pollution controls.
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It also sets a firm deadline for shutting down the largest coal-fired power plant in the West by 2044,
 unless the Navajo Nation opts to run it itself.


"We believe as the owners that operating two units in the future is a good outcome," said Mike
 Hummel of SRP. "We believe that's a better outcome than putting us in a position where we may not
 have any units running."
 


Should the plan fall through, the group has a backup plan to reduce emissions that would be
 equivalent to shuttering one unit.


The EPA's proposal gives the power plant's owners 10 years to install technology that would
 improve visibility at places like the Grand Canyon. The alternative proposal brought forth
 by SRP, tribal and federal officials, environmental groups, and the Central Arizona Water
 Conservation District, would give the power plant's owners an additional five years to make
 decisions on major investments in pollution controls.


The National Parks Conservation Association, which wasn't involved in crafting the
 alternative, isn't endorsing it because it doesn't provide as much assurance as the EPA's
 proposal in improving air quality.
 
"We stand ready to work with the stakeholders to refine some of the plan's deficiencies and
 its unfortunate 'escape ramps' that result in more years of dirty air at the Grand Canyon
 and the other 11 national parks and wilderness areas in the region," said Kevin Dahl, the
 association's program manager in Arizona.
 
Navajo President Ben Shelly said shutting down one unit isn't favorable for the tribe's
 economy, which relies heavily on natural resources for revenue. But, he said it is better
 than a complete shutdown of the plant that would result in the loss of hundreds of jobs at
 the power plant and associated coal mine.


A 25-year lease extension for the power plant that Shelly is expected to sign next week also
 gives the tribe the option of purchasing a share of Navajo Generating Station.


Two of the plant's owners — Los Angeles Department of Water and Power, and NV
 Energy Inc. — have signaled their intent to cut ties with Navajo Generating Station by
 2019. SRP, the U.S. Bureau of Reclamation, Tucson Electric Power Co. and Arizona Public
 Service Co. also own shares of the power generated at the plant.


The EPA will consider the alternative proposal along with any other comments submitted
 on the EPA's own proposal before issuing a final rule for pollution controls. The deadline
 for public comments is Oct. 4.
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The EPA has embraced similar proposals. When it issued a final rule for the 2,040-
megawatt Four Corners Power Plant in northwestern New Mexico, it gave the plant's
 owners the option of upgrading the five units or shutting down three units and installing
 pollution controls at the two others. New Mexico also had brokered an agreement with
 federal regulators and the state's largest utility to shut down two units at the nearby 1,800-
megawatt San Juan Generating Station by the end of 2017 and replace them with a new
 natural gas-fired plant.


 


The Navajo Generating Station is more complex in that it meets power demands in the West
 but also sends water through a series of canals to Arizona's most populous cities and helps
 fulfills water rights settlements with American Indian tribes.


 
 
 
 
 


Thanks,


- - Niloufar
_____________________________________________
Niloufar Nazmi Glosson
U. S. Environmental Protection Agency 
D: (415)972-3684| C: 415-328-1143| E: Glosson.niloufar@epa.gov
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From: Overman, Pamela
To: McKaughan, Colleen
Subject: RE: NGS Consultation on August 28, 2013
Date: Monday, August 26, 2013 11:41:17 AM


Hi Colleen.  Thank you for the updates.  What time is the consultation in SF?
 


From: McKaughan, Colleen 
Sent: Friday, August 23, 2013 4:10 PM
To: stephenbetsitty@navajo-nsn.gov; eugeniaquintana@navajo-nsn.gov
Cc: Lee, Anita; Overman, Pamela
Subject: NGS Consultation on August 28, 2013
 
Hi, Steve and Eugenia,
 
I wanted to let you know that we have invited DOI to participate in the NGS consultation scheduled


 for August 28th.  Letty Belin and David Palumbo plan to join us in person. I believe the President had
 requested in the past that the federal agencies do a better job of coordinating with each other, and
 it seemed appropriate given DOI’s role as a signatory to the Technical Working Group Agreement
 along with the Navajo Nation.  Jared will also make himself available for a private talk with the
 President if the President would like government to government consultation with EPA alone.
 Please let me know the President’s preference on this matter.
 


We are looking forward to consultation on the 28th between President Shelly, the Regional
 Administrator, and DOI. Thank you for helping to arrange it. I will be joining by phone so I’m sorry
 that I won’t see you in person.
 
 
Colleen W. McKaughan
Associate Director, Air Division
USEPA, Region 9
520-498-0118
mckaughan.colleen@epa.gov
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From: McKaughan, Colleen
To: eugeniaquintana@navajo-nsn.gov
Cc: Lee, Anita
Subject: RE: NGS Consultation on August 28, 2013
Date: Saturday, August 24, 2013 2:19:00 PM


Thanks, Eugenia. We will let security know that you are coming once we have the final list.
 
Have a good weekend! Although we both seem to be working!!
 


From: Eugenia Quintana [mailto:eugeniaquintana@navajo-nsn.gov] 
Sent: Saturday, August 24, 2013 1:38 PM
To: McKaughan, Colleen
Subject: RE: NGS Consultation on August 28, 2013
 
Hi Colleen.
 
Yes, this one came through.
 
I have no idea what happened to the first email you sent.  It was so weird.  I still can’t find that one.
 
I think the DOI, particularly since Letty’s involvement, has really become more informed about its
 role(s) and responsibilities.  Would be great if that consistency could be maintained.  I don’t know
 what the President’s preference will be to have a private talk with Jared.  Steve might have some
 comments or suggestions about that.
 
I still don’t have a final head count of the NN participants.  The listing should be finalized by
 Monday.  So far the participants will be:
 


1.       President Ben Shelly


2.       1st Lady Martha Shelly
3.       Rick Gravatte (President’s executive security)
4.       Michele Morris
5.       Harrison Tsosie
6.       Toni Flora
7.       Stephen B. Etsitty
8.       Fred White
9.       Eugenia Quintana
10.   Raju Bisht


 
There won’t be enough room on the tribal plane, so Raju and I will be taking a commercial flight
 from ABQ on Tuesday.
 
Talk to you later, Colleen.
 
Eugenia
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From: McKaughan, Colleen [mailto:McKaughan.Colleen@epa.gov] 
Sent: Friday, August 23, 2013 5:19 PM
To: Eugenia Quintana
Subject: FW: NGS Consultation on August 28, 2013
 
Did this one work?
 


From: McKaughan, Colleen 
Sent: Friday, August 23, 2013 4:11 PM
To: stephenbetsitty@navajo-nsn.gov; 'Eugenia Quintana'
Cc: Lee, Anita; Overman, Pamela
Subject: NGS Consultation on August 28, 2013
 
Hi, Steve and Eugenia,
 
I wanted to let you know that we have invited DOI to participate in the NGS consultation scheduled


 for August 28th.  Letty Belin and David Palumbo plan to join us in person. I believe the President had
 requested in the past that the federal agencies do a better job of coordinating with each other, and
 it seemed appropriate given DOI’s role as a signatory to the Technical Working Group Agreement
 along with the Navajo Nation.  Jared will also make himself available for a private talk with the
 President if the President would like government to government consultation with EPA alone.
 Please let me know the President’s preference on this matter.
 


We are looking forward to consultation on the 28th between President Shelly, the Regional
 Administrator, and DOI. Thank you for helping to arrange it. I will be joining by phone so I’m sorry
 that I won’t see you in person.
 
 
Colleen W. McKaughan
Associate Director, Air Division
USEPA, Region 9
520-498-0118
mckaughan.colleen@epa.gov
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From: Eugenia Quintana
To: McKaughan, Colleen
Subject: RE: NGS Consultation on August 28, 2013
Date: Saturday, August 24, 2013 1:38:30 PM


Hi Colleen.
 
Yes, this one came through.
 
I have no idea what happened to the first email you sent.  It was so weird.  I still can’t find that one.
 
I think the DOI, particularly since Letty’s involvement, has really become more informed about its
 role(s) and responsibilities.  Would be great if that consistency could be maintained.  I don’t know
 what the President’s preference will be to have a private talk with Jared.  Steve might have some
 comments or suggestions about that.
 
I still don’t have a final head count of the NN participants.  The listing should be finalized by
 Monday.  So far the participants will be:
 


1.       President Ben Shelly


2.       1st Lady Martha Shelly
3.       Rick Gravatte (President’s executive security)
4.       Michele Morris
5.       Harrison Tsosie
6.       Toni Flora
7.       Stephen B. Etsitty
8.       Fred White
9.       Eugenia Quintana
10.   Raju Bisht


 
There won’t be enough room on the tribal plane, so Raju and I will be taking a commercial flight
 from ABQ on Tuesday.
 
Talk to you later, Colleen.
 
Eugenia
 


From: McKaughan, Colleen [mailto:McKaughan.Colleen@epa.gov] 
Sent: Friday, August 23, 2013 5:19 PM
To: Eugenia Quintana
Subject: FW: NGS Consultation on August 28, 2013
 
Did this one work?
 


From: McKaughan, Colleen 
Sent: Friday, August 23, 2013 4:11 PM
To: stephenbetsitty@navajo-nsn.gov; 'Eugenia Quintana'
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Cc: Lee, Anita; Overman, Pamela
Subject: NGS Consultation on August 28, 2013
 
Hi, Steve and Eugenia,
 
I wanted to let you know that we have invited DOI to participate in the NGS consultation scheduled


 for August 28th.  Letty Belin and David Palumbo plan to join us in person. I believe the President had
 requested in the past that the federal agencies do a better job of coordinating with each other, and
 it seemed appropriate given DOI’s role as a signatory to the Technical Working Group Agreement
 along with the Navajo Nation.  Jared will also make himself available for a private talk with the
 President if the President would like government to government consultation with EPA alone.
 Please let me know the President’s preference on this matter.
 


We are looking forward to consultation on the 28th between President Shelly, the Regional
 Administrator, and DOI. Thank you for helping to arrange it. I will be joining by phone so I’m sorry
 that I won’t see you in person.
 
 
Colleen W. McKaughan
Associate Director, Air Division
USEPA, Region 9
520-498-0118
mckaughan.colleen@epa.gov
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From: McKaughan, Colleen
To: Overman, Pamela
Subject: RE: NGS Consultation on August 28, 2013
Date: Tuesday, August 27, 2013 11:00:00 AM


Are you planning to join us for consultation, Pam?  I told Eugenia that you probably would. I think I
 mentioned that consultation starts at 2 PM. I asked Abi to get the “leather room”.
 


From: Overman, Pamela 
Sent: Monday, August 26, 2013 11:41 AM
To: McKaughan, Colleen
Subject: RE: NGS Consultation on August 28, 2013
 
Hi Colleen.  Thank you for the updates.  What time is the consultation in SF?
 


From: McKaughan, Colleen 
Sent: Friday, August 23, 2013 4:10 PM
To: stephenbetsitty@navajo-nsn.gov; eugeniaquintana@navajo-nsn.gov
Cc: Lee, Anita; Overman, Pamela
Subject: NGS Consultation on August 28, 2013
 
Hi, Steve and Eugenia,
 
I wanted to let you know that we have invited DOI to participate in the NGS consultation scheduled


 for August 28th.  Letty Belin and David Palumbo plan to join us in person. I believe the President had
 requested in the past that the federal agencies do a better job of coordinating with each other, and
 it seemed appropriate given DOI’s role as a signatory to the Technical Working Group Agreement
 along with the Navajo Nation.  Jared will also make himself available for a private talk with the
 President if the President would like government to government consultation with EPA alone.
 Please let me know the President’s preference on this matter.
 


We are looking forward to consultation on the 28th between President Shelly, the Regional
 Administrator, and DOI. Thank you for helping to arrange it. I will be joining by phone so I’m sorry
 that I won’t see you in person.
 
 
Colleen W. McKaughan
Associate Director, Air Division
USEPA, Region 9
520-498-0118
mckaughan.colleen@epa.gov
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From: Barr Kelly J
To: McKaughan, Colleen; Letty_Belin@ios.doi.gov; Palumbo, David
Subject: RE: NGS noticed has published
Date: Friday, August 08, 2014 12:43:14 PM


Will do. Thanks so much Colleen for all of your tireless efforts on the rule.  We sincerely appreciate
 it.
 


From: McKaughan, Colleen [mailto:McKaughan.Colleen@epa.gov] 
Sent: Friday, August 08, 2014 9:05 AM
To: Barr Kelly J; Letty_Belin@ios.doi.gov; Palumbo, David
Subject: NGS noticed has published
 
Hi,
 
The notice has published so I just wanted to make sure you knew that, and could get the word out to
 the TWG.
 
Colleen
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From: McKaughan, Colleen
To: Mahdavi, Sarvy
Subject: RE: NGS
Date: Monday, August 12, 2013 12:31:00 PM


Hi, Sarvy,
 
I think we already responded to this reporter, but thanks for checking.
 
Colleen
 


From: Mahdavi, Sarvy 
Sent: Monday, August 12, 2013 12:26 PM
To: McKaughan, Colleen
Subject: FW: NGS
 
 
Hi Colleen, so sorry for the delay in getting this to Air Planning, but I’m just now returning from 4
 months of Leave.
Pls see email below sent a couple weeks ago re: NGS.
 
Thanks! Hope you’re well.
__________________
Sarvy Mahdavi
Aquatic Resources and Environmental Review
of the CA High Speed Rail Project
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency
Southern California Field Office
(213) 244-1830
 


From: Anne Minard [mailto:anne.minard@gmail.com] 
Sent: Tuesday, July 30, 2013 1:50 PM
To: Mahdavi, Sarvy
Subject: Fwd: NGS
 
Dear Sarvy Mahdavi,
     My name is Anne Minard, and I'm working on a story for Indian Country Today
 about the new proposal to reduce emissions at the Navajo Generating Station. I've
 included the press releases below.
     I'm wondering how this proposal fits into the EPA's rulemaking process (and
 timeline). Would you be the person to address that? If so, great - just feel free to
 respond by email or let me know a couple of best times and a number, and I'll be
 happy to call. If not, I hope you'll direct me toward the appropriate spokesperson?
Thank you,
Anne Minard
 
---
Anne Minard
(928) 607-6952 cell
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anneminard.com
 


---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: George Hardeen <georgehardeen@yahoo.com>
Date: Fri, Jul 26, 2013 at 9:42 AM
Subject: Historic Agreement Reached to Significantly Reduce Emissions from NGS, Provide
 Greater Certainty for Arizona Water, Power Customers
To: "kpolisse@ictmn.com" <kpolisse@ictmn.com>, "anne.minard@gmail.com"
 <anne.minard@gmail.com>


Ken, Anne
 
This news broke today. For additional information or quotes, please give Patty
 Garcia-Likens a call at 602-236-2588.
 
Thanks.
 
George
 
 
Patty Garcia – Likens 
SRP Media Relations 
602.236.2588 - Office 
480.278.4576  - Cell
602.236.2500 – Media Relations Hotline (24/7)
 
 
 
 


EPA Receives Stakeholder Proposal to Significantly Reduce
 Emissions 


at NGS and Provide Greater Certainty for Arizona Water and Power
 Customers


            Today, a stakeholder group established to identify emission reduction


 alternatives for the Navajo Generating Station (NGS) will deliver to the U.S.


 Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) a proposal that will protect Arizona interests


 and allow continued operation of NGS while achieving even greater nitrogen oxide


 (NOx) emission reductions than a proposal from the EPA.


            “Importantly,” said Central Arizona Project (CAP) General Manager David


 Modeer, “this proposal, if accepted, delays and mitigates the substantial costs that


 CAP customers would see if NGS closes and CAP is forced to use other, more



http://anneminard.com/

mailto:georgehardeen@yahoo.com

mailto:kpolisse@ictmn.com

mailto:kpolisse@ictmn.com

mailto:anne.minard@gmail.com

mailto:anne.minard@gmail.com

tel:602-236-2588

tel:602.236.2588

tel:480.278.4576

tel:602.236.2500





 expensive energy sources. It also preserves CAP’s ability to fund Arizona’s


 repayment obligation to the federal government for construction of the CAP system


 through the sale of surplus NGS power.”


            On February 5, 2013, the EPA issued a proposed Best Available Retrofit


 Technology (BART) rule for NGS to reduce emissions of nitrogen oxides (NOx) from


 the power plant. The EPA’s proposal would require the NGS owners to install


 Selective Catalytic Reduction (SCR) technology on all three units at NGS by 2018. 


 However, EPA also proposed an alternative that acknowledges the voluntary early


 installation of low-NOx burners at NGS, in exchange for an extended schedule


 requiring installation of SCR on one unit per year between 2021 and 2023. 


            Salt River Project has estimated the cost of SCR would be approximately


 $544 million. This cost could exceed $1.1 billion if additional equipment is also


 required at the plant to remove the air-borne particulates created by the SCR


 process.


            Under the terms of the proposed "Better than BART" alternative to be


 delivered to EPA today, one 750 MW unit at the power plant would be shut down by


 January 1, 2020, and the implementation of SCR on the remaining units would be


 delayed until 2030 – if Los Angeles Department of Water & Power (LADWP) and NV


 Energy exit NGS as expected by 2019, and if the Navajo Nation chooses not to


 exercise an option to purchase a portion of the plant’s ownership shares.  Together,


 LADWP and NV Energy own the equivalent of almost exactly one unit at NGS.


            If the ownership situation plays out differently, the Technical Working Group


 (TWG) proposal requires nitrogen oxide emission reductions equivalent to the


 shutdown of one unit between 2020 and 2030.  The owners would have to submit


 annual plans beginning in 2020 through the end of the lease describing the operating


 scenarios to be used to achieve greater emission reductions than EPA’s proposed


 rule.


            Under both scenarios, the owners also commit to cease operation of







 conventional coal-fired generation at NGS no later than December 22, 2044.


            The TWG stakeholder group includes representatives from SRP (on behalf of


 itself and the other NGS owners), the Central Arizona Water Conservation District,


 the Environmental Defense Fund, the Navajo Nation, the Gila River Indian


 Community, the U.S. Department of the Interior and Western Resource Advocates.
 
The TWG proposal will be submitted to EPA for review and issuance as a


 supplemental
 
proposal.  EPA's process includes numerous opportunities for public comment.
            The proposed BART alternative presented to EPA integrates the concerns of


 many diverse parties with an interest in the future of NGS in a manner that reflects


 both current and future economic and environmental considerations at the plant.  It


 also addresses the expected exit of the Los Angeles Department of Water & Power


 (LADWP) and NV Energy from NGS by 2019.


            The agreement goes beyond the specifics of NOx emissions control measures


 to include a number of other provisions that will address the concerns of Indian


 tribes, local communities and other NGS stakeholders.


            The U.S. Department of Interior made several commitments that are separate


 from the “better than BART” alternative.  These commitments include reducing or


 offsetting carbon emissions from Interior’s share of NGS, pursuing the development


 of low-emission power projects to benefit Arizona tribes, and mitigating the effects of


 the BART rule and other developments on the rising costs of CAP water.  Although


 Interior’s commitments were critical to reaching an agreement that was acceptable to


 all TWG parties, they do not impose additional requirements or costs on the NGS


 owners or CAP.


            “Given the challenges associated with the timelines specified in the proposed


 rule, the development of an alternative proposal was essential,” said Mike Hummel,


 chief power system executive at SRP.  “The TWG proposal provides a path for the


 future operation of NGS that incorporates potential ownership changes and provides







 a much needed extension to the schedule for installing SCR at NGS.  As such, SRP


 strongly believes that the TWG proposal is the best path forward for its customers


 and for the state of Arizona.”


            “The fate of NGS is of critical importance to Central Arizona Project,” said


 CAP Board President Pam Pickard.  “More than 90 percent of the power we use to


 deliver Colorado River water to central and southern Arizona comes from the Navajo


 plant.  This BART proposal preserves the viability of NGS and thus provides certainty


 that CAP can continue to provide reliable and affordable water supplies to our


 customers for many years.”           


            Located just outside Page on the Navajo Reservation, NGS is one of the


 largest and most important sources of reliable electricity in the Southwest. 


 Completed in the late 1970s, NGS supplies power to customers in Arizona and the


 southwest region and also supplies most of the energy used to pump water through


 the Central Arizona Project.             


            NGS and the associated Kayenta coal mine provide substantial economic


 benefits to the Navajo Nation and the Hopi Tribe and are a significant economic


 engine for the state of Arizona.  NGS directly employs about 520 people, more than


 85 percent of whom are Navajo.  The Kayenta Mine, the plant’s coal supplier, has


 more than 400 employees, more than 90 percent of whom are also Native American.


            NGS is operated by SRP.  Other participants in NGS include the U.S. Bureau


 of Reclamation, Arizona Public Service Co., LADWP, Tucson Electric Power Co. and


 NV Energy.


            Additional information may be found at www.NGSPower.com


###
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From: Jonathan Jantzen
To: McKaughan, Colleen
Subject: RE: Navajo Generating Station - Supplement to Proposed BART Federal Implementation Plan
Date: Wednesday, September 25, 2013 6:20:18 PM


Thanks, Colleen.
 
Jonathan Jantzen
 


From: McKaughan, Colleen [mailto:McKaughan.Colleen@epa.gov] 
Sent: Wednesday, September 25, 2013 3:35 PM
To: mlmorris@navajo-nsn.gov; stephenbetsitty@navajo-nsn.gov; eugeniaquintana@navajo-nsn.gov;
 Linus Everling; Pongrace, Don; LManuel@ak-chin.nsn.us; RPalmquist@stricklandlaw.net; Jonathan
 Jantzen; SW@Weatherspoonlaw.com; robertlyttle@yahoo.com; elaine.wilson@itcaonline.com; Carole
 Klopatek
Cc: Jordan, Deborah; Lee, Anita; Lyons, Ann
Subject: Navajo Generating Station – Supplement to Proposed BART Federal Implementation Plan
Importance: High
 
 
Dear Colleagues:
 
Today, Regional Administrator Jared Blumenfeld signed a supplemental notice proposing the
 BART alternative, submitted on July 26th by the Technical Work Group, as a “better than
 BART” alternative. EPA’s independent analysis of the TWG Alternative indicates that it
 meets the requirements of the CAA and the RHR. EPA is proposing to determine that the
 TWG alternative is “better than BART” because maintaining emissions below the 2009-2044
 NOX Cap achieves greater reasonable progress than BART towards the national visibility
 goal. EPA is continuing to take comment on our February 5, 2013 proposal as well as on this
 new TWG alternative through January 6, 2014.
 
I am attaching a fact sheet and a prepublication version of the notice. Shortly you will be able
 to view this and other pertinent information at: http://www.epa.gov/region9/air/navajo/
 
If you have any questions, please do not hesitate to call me at (520) 498-0118.  Please feel free
 to share with others who may be interested.
Colleen W. McKaughan
Associate Director, Air Division
USEPA, Region 9
520-498-0118
mckaughan.colleen@epa.gov
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From: Sandy Bahr
To: McKaughan, Colleen; "Kevin Dahl"; skodish@npca.org
Subject: RE: Navajo Generating Station - Supplement to Proposed BART Federal Implementation Plan
Date: Wednesday, September 25, 2013 7:29:08 PM


Thanks for the information.
 
Sandy Bahr
Chapter Director
Sierra Club – Grand Canyon Chapter
202 E. McDowell Rd., Suite 277
Phoenix, AZ  85004
(602) 253-8633
sandy.bahr@sierraclub.org
http://arizona.sierraclub.org/


We're on Facebook.
 
Do something wikied!  Check out our Canyon Echo wiki.
 
 


From: McKaughan, Colleen [mailto:McKaughan.Colleen@epa.gov] 
Sent: Wednesday, September 25, 2013 3:40 PM
To: Kevin Dahl; skodish@npca.org; Sandy Bahr
Subject: Navajo Generating Station – Supplement to Proposed BART Federal Implementation Plan
Importance: High
 
 
 
Dear Kevin, Stephanie, and Sandy,
 
Today, Regional Administrator Jared Blumenfeld signed a supplemental notice proposing the
 BART alternative, submitted on July 26th by the Technical Work Group, as a “better than
 BART” alternative. EPA’s independent analysis of the TWG Alternative indicates that it
 meets the requirements of the CAA and the RHR. EPA is proposing to determine that the
 TWG alternative is “better than BART” because maintaining emissions below the 2009-2044
 NOX Cap achieves greater reasonable progress than BART towards the national visibility
 goal. EPA is continuing to take comment on our February 5, 2013 proposal as well as on this
 new TWG alternative through January 6, 2014.
 
I am attaching a fact sheet and a prepublication version of the notice. Shortly you will be able
 to view this and other pertinent information at: http://www.epa.gov/region9/air/navajo/
 
If you have any questions, please do not hesitate to call me at (520) 498-0118.  Please feel free
 to share with others who may be interested.
Colleen W. McKaughan
Associate Director, Air Division
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USEPA, Region 9
520-498-0118
mckaughan.colleen@epa.gov
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From: McKaughan, Colleen
To: Jordan, Deborah
Subject: RE: Navajo Generating Station - TWG
Date: Monday, March 11, 2013 8:43:10 AM


I agree, but they have lunch in there which means we don't start until 1 PM.   We will have to pay for
 lunch. I'm not sure why we shouldn't excuse ourselves after our remarks because we don't care what
 protocols they follow.


From: Jordan, Deborah
Sent: Monday, March 11, 2013 8:34 AM
To: McKaughan, Colleen
Subject: FW: Navajo Generating Station - TWG


Let’s discuss.  That seems like a long time for us to be there.  I need to be clear
 upfront about how much back and forth we can engage in.
 
From: W Auberle [mailto:wauberle@en3pro.com] 
Sent: Friday, March 08, 2013 5:58 PM
To: Jordan, Deborah
Cc: J Roberts; Barr Kelly J; Karin Wadsack
Subject: Re: Navajo Generating Station - TWG
 
Debbie,
 
I'm very pleased that you will join us.
 
As for our schedule, we will begin with lunch! 
Following, in order, will be a brief welcome, re-statement of purpose, and intros; remarks
 from you (including a likely Q&A); explanation of TWG procedures and
 protocols; discussion of outreach to other interested parties (communications); discussion of
 TWG scope; and planning and scheduling of subsequent meetings.  Necessarily this and
 all meetings will be held to a tight agenda and time allocation.  Given the above, you are
 welcome to depart at anytime (following your remarks, of course).  For your travel planning,
 your direct engagement should end by 3:15. 
 
If you have additional thoughts or questions, please let me know.
 
Bill 
 


On Fri, Mar 8, 2013 at 9:05 AM, Jordan, Deborah <Jordan.Deborah@epa.gov> wrote:
Thank you, Bill.
 
I would be happy to come, and to speak about the BART proposal, the schedule for
 the rule making, etc. 
 
I’m assuming that you wouldn’t want me to stay for the full meeting, given that I can’t
 be part of developing options, which I understand to be the purpose of the group. 
 Could you give me a sense of how you’re going to structure the day so that we might
 determine how my role fits within the meeting and how long I should plan to be
 there?
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Thanks so much.
 
Debbie
 
From: W Auberle [mailto:wauberle@en3pro.com] 
Sent: Thursday, March 07, 2013 6:10 PM
To: Jordan, Deborah
Cc: J Roberts; Barr Kelly J; Karin Wadsack


Subject: Navajo Generating Station - TWG
 
Hi Debbie,
 
As you are aware Salt River Project is forming a technical work group to assist with planning
 for the Navajo Generating Station.  Since the requirements of the Clean Air Act as
 administered by EPA are principal drivers of this endeavor, we would like for you to join the
 work group at the first meeting on March 21.  Certainly you can help this group to understand
 (among other things) the scope and schedule of the BART rule making now well underway.
 
I have attached a copy of the invitation that went to several key entities having great interest in
 NGS planning.  If you have any questions about this request/invitation, please call on me.  I
 look forward to seeing you again on the 21st.
 
Bill    
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From: Jordan, Deborah
To: W Auberle
Cc: J Roberts; Barr Kelly J; Karin Wadsack
Subject: RE: Navajo Generating Station - TWG
Date: Friday, March 08, 2013 9:05:00 AM


Thank you, Bill.
 
I would be happy to come, and to speak about the BART proposal, the schedule for
 the rule making, etc. 
 
I’m assuming that you wouldn’t want me to stay for the full meeting, given that I can’t
 be part of developing options, which I understand to be the purpose of the group. 
 Could you give me a sense of how you’re going to structure the day so that we might
 determine how my role fits within the meeting and how long I should plan to be
 there?
 
Thanks so much.
 
Debbie
 
From: W Auberle [mailto:wauberle@en3pro.com] 
Sent: Thursday, March 07, 2013 6:10 PM
To: Jordan, Deborah
Cc: J Roberts; Barr Kelly J; Karin Wadsack
Subject: Navajo Generating Station - TWG
 
Hi Debbie,
 
As you are aware Salt River Project is forming a technical work group to assist with planning
 for the Navajo Generating Station.  Since the requirements of the Clean Air Act as
 administered by EPA are principal drivers of this endeavor, we would like for you to join the
 work group at the first meeting on March 21.  Certainly you can help this group to understand
 (among other things) the scope and schedule of the BART rule making now well underway.
 
I have attached a copy of the invitation that went to several key entities having great interest in
 NGS planning.  If you have any questions about this request/invitation, please call on me.  I
 look forward to seeing you again on the 21st.
 
Bill    
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From: McKaughan, Colleen
To: Barr Kelly J
Subject: RE: Navajo Generating Station – Supplement to Proposed BART Federal Implementation Plan
Date: Wednesday, September 25, 2013 3:31:00 PM


We are glad you sent it to the TWG. WE haven’t received any press calls. The Administrator
 mentioned yesterday that we were doing this so I think it may be old news.
 


From: Barr Kelly J [mailto:Kelly.Barr@srpnet.com] 
Sent: Wednesday, September 25, 2013 3:26 PM
To: McKaughan, Colleen
Subject: RE: Navajo Generating Station – Supplement to Proposed BART Federal Implementation Plan
 
Great.  I sent it out to the TWG and wanted to make sure that you all were comfortable with that. 
 Have you gotten any press calls yet?
 


From: McKaughan, Colleen [mailto:McKaughan.Colleen@epa.gov] 
Sent: Wednesday, September 25, 2013 3:18 PM
To: Barr Kelly J
Subject: RE: Navajo Generating Station – Supplement to Proposed BART Federal Implementation Plan
 
Yes, we are planning to share the notice and fact sheet with interested parties, and we have a press
 release also.
 


From: Barr Kelly J [mailto:Kelly.Barr@srpnet.com] 
Sent: Wednesday, September 25, 2013 3:07 PM
To: McKaughan, Colleen
Subject: RE: Navajo Generating Station – Supplement to Proposed BART Federal Implementation Plan
 
Will you release the proposal today more broadly?
 


From: McKaughan, Colleen [mailto:McKaughan.Colleen@epa.gov] 
Sent: Wednesday, September 25, 2013 3:06 PM
To: Barr Kelly J
Subject: RE: Navajo Generating Station – Supplement to Proposed BART Federal Implementation Plan
 
You are welcome, Kelly.  Jared is reaching out to Navajo, Gila River, and Hopi personally.  It looks like
 we will only talk to Gila River today, but may talk to Navajo and Hopi tomorrow.
 


From: Barr Kelly J [mailto:Kelly.Barr@srpnet.com] 
Sent: Wednesday, September 25, 2013 2:48 PM
To: McKaughan, Colleen
Subject: RE: Navajo Generating Station – Supplement to Proposed BART Federal Implementation Plan
 
Thank you, Colleen.  I will provide this to members of the Technical Work Group for their review.
 
Take care,
 
Kelly
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From: McKaughan, Colleen [mailto:McKaughan.Colleen@epa.gov] 
Sent: Wednesday, September 25, 2013 2:37 PM
To: Barr Kelly J; Belin, Letty; David Palumbo; Hoeft, Cynthia
Cc: Jordan, Deborah; Lee, Anita; Lyons, Ann; Glosson, Niloufar; PerezSullivan, Margot; Keener, Bill;
 Maier, Brent; Zito, Kelly
Subject: Navajo Generating Station – Supplement to Proposed BART Federal Implementation Plan
Importance: High
 
 
Dear Kelly, Letty, and David,
 
Today, Regional Administrator Jared Blumenfeld signed a supplemental notice proposing the
 BART alternative, submitted on July 26th by the Technical Work Group, as a “better than
 BART” alternative. EPA’s independent analysis of the TWG Alternative indicates that it
 meets the requirements of the CAA and the RHR. EPA is proposing to determine that the
 TWG alternative is “better than BART” because maintaining emissions below the 2009-2044
 NOX Cap achieves greater reasonable progress than BART towards the national visibility
 goal. EPA is continuing to take comment on our February 5, 2013 proposal as well as on this
 new TWG alternative through January 6, 2014.
 
I am attaching a fact sheet and a prepublication version of the notice. Shortly you will be able
 to view this and other pertinent information at: http://www.epa.gov/region9/air/navajo/
 
If you have any questions, please do not hesitate to call me at (520) 498-0118.
Colleen W. McKaughan
Associate Director, Air Division
USEPA, Region 9
520-498-0118
mckaughan.colleen@epa.gov
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From: Glosson, Niloufar
To: McKaughan, Colleen; Overman, Pamela; Lee, Anita
Subject: RE: Navajo Generating Station – Supplement to Proposed BART Federal Implementation Plan
Date: Wednesday, September 25, 2013 1:54:30 PM


If he agrees to do it, you can send it directly to Jared. I would cc Abi and Teddy so they make sure he
 does it J
 


Thanks,


- - Niloufar
_____________________________________________
Niloufar Nazmi Glosson
U. S. Environmental Protection Agency 
D: (415)972-3684| C: 415-328-1143| E: Glosson.niloufar@epa.gov
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 


From: McKaughan, Colleen 
Sent: Wednesday, September 25, 2013 1:53 PM
To: Glosson, Niloufar; Overman, Pamela; Lee, Anita
Subject: RE: Navajo Generating Station – Supplement to Proposed BART Federal Implementation Plan
 
So would I send the draft emails to Abi or directly to Jared?
 


From: Glosson, Niloufar 
Sent: Wednesday, September 25, 2013 1:52 PM
To: McKaughan, Colleen; Overman, Pamela; Lee, Anita
Subject: FW: Navajo Generating Station – Supplement to Proposed BART Federal Implementation Plan
Importance: High
 
Looks good. Thanks. I just spelled out RHR and the CAA.
Also just got a hold of Abi and told her about my email to Teddy. She said they are out at lunch but
 she is calling Jared directly to ask. Will let you know.
 


Thanks,


- - Niloufar
_____________________________________________
Niloufar Nazmi Glosson
U. S. Environmental Protection Agency 
D: (415)972-3684| C: 415-328-1143| E: Glosson.niloufar@epa.gov
 


From: McKaughan, Colleen 
Sent: Wednesday, September 25, 2013 1:42 PM
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To: Glosson, Niloufar; Lee, Anita; Overman, Pamela
Subject: Navajo Generating Station – Supplement to Proposed BART Federal Implementation Plan
Importance: High
 
What do you think. We can also do one for Navajo.
 
Addresses: LShingoitewa@hopi.nsn.us; robertlyttle@yahoo.com;
 
Dear Chairman Shingoitewa,
 
I’m sorry we did not get a chance to talk today but I understand that you were in a Tribal
 Council meeting for most of the day.  If you would like to schedule a call at a more
 convenient time, I would be glad to do so.
 
I did want to let you know that today I signed a supplemental notice proposing the BART
 alternative, submitted on July 26th by the Technical Work Group (TWG), as a “better than
 BART” alternative. EPA’s independent analysis of the TWG Alternative indicates that it
 meets the requirements of the CAA and the RHR Clean Air Act and the Regional Haze Rule.
 EPA is proposing to determine that the TWG alternative is “better than BART” because
 maintaining emissions below the 2009-2044 NOX Cap achieves greater reasonable progress
 than BART towards the national visibility goal. EPA is continuing to take comment on our
 February 5, 2013 proposal as well as on this new TWG alternative through January 6, 2014.
 We understand that you do not support the agreement, but as we explained in our September
 13, 2013, discussion, EPA’s job is to evaluate the TWG Alternative for BART against the
 framework proposed on February 5, 2013. We look forward to getting comments from Hopi
 on the original proposal as well as this supplemental proposal.
 
I am attaching a fact sheet and a prepublication version of the notice. Shortly you will be able
 to view this and other pertinent information at: http://www.epa.gov/region9/air/navajo/
 
If you have any questions, please do not hesitate to call me at __________.
 
Jared Blumenfeld
Regional Administrator
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From: Overman, Pamela
To: McKaughan, Colleen; Glosson, Niloufar; Lee, Anita
Subject: RE: Navajo Generating Station – Supplement to Proposed BART Federal Implementation Plan
Date: Wednesday, September 25, 2013 1:51:02 PM


My comments are below.
 


From: McKaughan, Colleen 
Sent: Wednesday, September 25, 2013 1:42 PM
To: Glosson, Niloufar; Lee, Anita; Overman, Pamela
Subject: Navajo Generating Station – Supplement to Proposed BART Federal Implementation Plan
Importance: High
 
What do you think. We can also do one for Navajo.
 
 
Addresses: LShingoitewa@hopi.nsn.us; robertlyttle@yahoo.com;
 
 
Dear Chairman Shingoitewa,
 
I’m sorry we did not get a chance to talk today but I understand that you were in a Tribal
 Council meeting for most of the day.  If you would like to schedule a call at a more
 convenient time, I would be glad to do so.
 
I did want to let you know that today I signed a supplemental notice proposing the BART
 alternative, submitted on July 26th by the Technical Work Group (TWG), as a “better than
 BART” alternative. EPA’s independent analysis of the TWG Alternative indicates that it
 meets the requirements of the CAA and the RHR. EPA is proposing to determine that the
 TWG alternative is “better than BART” because maintaining emissions below the 2009-2044
 NOX Cap achieves greater reasonable progress than BART towards the national visibility
 goal. We understand that you do not support the agreementTWG Alternative, but as we
 explained in our September 13, 2013, discussion consultation?, EPA’s jobrole? is to evaluate
 the TWG Alternative for BART against the framework proposed on February 5, 2013. EPA
 isor will be? continuing to take comment on our February 5, 2013 proposal as well as on this
 new TWG alternative through January 6, 2014. We look forward to gettingreceiving
 comments from The Hopi Tribe on the original proposal as well as this supplemental
 proposal.
 
I am attaching a fact sheet and a prepublication version of the notice. Shortly you will be able
 to view this and other pertinent information at: http://www.epa.gov/region9/air/navajo/
 
If you have any questions, please do not hesitate to call me at __________.
 
Jared Blumenfeld
Regional Administrator
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From: Lee, Anita
To: McKaughan, Colleen; Glosson, Niloufar; Overman, Pamela
Subject: RE: Navajo Generating Station – Supplement to Proposed BART Federal Implementation Plan
Date: Wednesday, September 25, 2013 1:49:33 PM


The emails look good to me
 
Anita Lee, PhD
Environmental Scientist
US EPA, Air Division, Planning Office (Air-2)
75 Hawthorne Street
San Francisco, CA 94105
(415) 972-3958
 
 
 


From: McKaughan, Colleen 
Sent: Wednesday, September 25, 2013 1:42 PM
To: Glosson, Niloufar; Lee, Anita; Overman, Pamela
Subject: Navajo Generating Station – Supplement to Proposed BART Federal Implementation Plan
Importance: High
 
What do you think. We can also do one for Navajo.
 
 
Addresses: LShingoitewa@hopi.nsn.us; robertlyttle@yahoo.com;
 
 
Dear Chairman Shingoitewa,
 
I’m sorry we did not get a chance to talk today but I understand that you were in a Tribal
 Council meeting for most of the day.  If you would like to schedule a call at a more
 convenient time, I would be glad to do so.
 
I did want to let you know that today I signed a supplemental notice proposing the BART
 alternative, submitted on July 26th by the Technical Work Group (TWG), as a “better than
 BART” alternative. EPA’s independent analysis of the TWG Alternative indicates that it
 meets the requirements of the CAA and the RHR. EPA is proposing to determine that the
 TWG alternative is “better than BART” because maintaining emissions below the 2009-2044
 NOX Cap achieves greater reasonable progress than BART towards the national visibility
 goal. EPA is continuing to take comment on our February 5, 2013 proposal as well as on this
 new TWG alternative through January 6, 2014. We understand that you do not support the
 agreement, but as we explained in our September 13, 2013, discussion, EPA’s job is to
 evaluate the TWG Alternative for BART against the framework proposed on February 5,
 2013. We look forward to getting comments from Hopi on the original proposal as well as
 this supplemental proposal.
 
I am attaching a fact sheet and a prepublication version of the notice. Shortly you will be able
 to view this and other pertinent information at: http://www.epa.gov/region9/air/navajo/
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If you have any questions, please do not hesitate to call me at __________.
 
Jared Blumenfeld
Regional Administrator








From: Barr Kelly J
To: McKaughan, Colleen
Subject: RE: Navajo Generating Station – Supplement to Proposed BART Federal Implementation Plan
Date: Wednesday, September 25, 2013 3:30:45 PM


Thanks Colleen. We are reading like madmen!
 


From: McKaughan, Colleen [mailto:McKaughan.Colleen@epa.gov] 
Sent: Wednesday, September 25, 2013 3:29 PM
To: Barr Kelly J
Subject: RE: Navajo Generating Station – Supplement to Proposed BART Federal Implementation Plan
 
We are glad you sent it to the TWG. WE haven’t received any press calls. The Administrator
 mentioned yesterday that we were doing this so I think it may be old news.
 


From: Barr Kelly J [mailto:Kelly.Barr@srpnet.com] 
Sent: Wednesday, September 25, 2013 3:26 PM
To: McKaughan, Colleen
Subject: RE: Navajo Generating Station – Supplement to Proposed BART Federal Implementation Plan
 
Great.  I sent it out to the TWG and wanted to make sure that you all were comfortable with that. 
 Have you gotten any press calls yet?
 


From: McKaughan, Colleen [mailto:McKaughan.Colleen@epa.gov] 
Sent: Wednesday, September 25, 2013 3:18 PM
To: Barr Kelly J
Subject: RE: Navajo Generating Station – Supplement to Proposed BART Federal Implementation Plan
 
Yes, we are planning to share the notice and fact sheet with interested parties, and we have a press
 release also.
 


From: Barr Kelly J [mailto:Kelly.Barr@srpnet.com] 
Sent: Wednesday, September 25, 2013 3:07 PM
To: McKaughan, Colleen
Subject: RE: Navajo Generating Station – Supplement to Proposed BART Federal Implementation Plan
 
Will you release the proposal today more broadly?
 


From: McKaughan, Colleen [mailto:McKaughan.Colleen@epa.gov] 
Sent: Wednesday, September 25, 2013 3:06 PM
To: Barr Kelly J
Subject: RE: Navajo Generating Station – Supplement to Proposed BART Federal Implementation Plan
 
You are welcome, Kelly.  Jared is reaching out to Navajo, Gila River, and Hopi personally.  It looks like
 we will only talk to Gila River today, but may talk to Navajo and Hopi tomorrow.
 


From: Barr Kelly J [mailto:Kelly.Barr@srpnet.com] 
Sent: Wednesday, September 25, 2013 2:48 PM
To: McKaughan, Colleen
Subject: RE: Navajo Generating Station – Supplement to Proposed BART Federal Implementation Plan
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Thank you, Colleen.  I will provide this to members of the Technical Work Group for their review.
 
Take care,
 
Kelly
 


From: McKaughan, Colleen [mailto:McKaughan.Colleen@epa.gov] 
Sent: Wednesday, September 25, 2013 2:37 PM
To: Barr Kelly J; Belin, Letty; David Palumbo; Hoeft, Cynthia
Cc: Jordan, Deborah; Lee, Anita; Lyons, Ann; Glosson, Niloufar; PerezSullivan, Margot; Keener, Bill;
 Maier, Brent; Zito, Kelly
Subject: Navajo Generating Station – Supplement to Proposed BART Federal Implementation Plan
Importance: High
 
 
Dear Kelly, Letty, and David,
 
Today, Regional Administrator Jared Blumenfeld signed a supplemental notice proposing the
 BART alternative, submitted on July 26th by the Technical Work Group, as a “better than
 BART” alternative. EPA’s independent analysis of the TWG Alternative indicates that it
 meets the requirements of the CAA and the RHR. EPA is proposing to determine that the
 TWG alternative is “better than BART” because maintaining emissions below the 2009-2044
 NOX Cap achieves greater reasonable progress than BART towards the national visibility
 goal. EPA is continuing to take comment on our February 5, 2013 proposal as well as on this
 new TWG alternative through January 6, 2014.
 
I am attaching a fact sheet and a prepublication version of the notice. Shortly you will be able
 to view this and other pertinent information at: http://www.epa.gov/region9/air/navajo/
 
If you have any questions, please do not hesitate to call me at (520) 498-0118.
Colleen W. McKaughan
Associate Director, Air Division
USEPA, Region 9
520-498-0118
mckaughan.colleen@epa.gov
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From: Barr Kelly J
To: McKaughan, Colleen
Subject: RE: Navajo Generating Station – Supplement to Proposed BART Federal Implementation Plan
Date: Wednesday, September 25, 2013 3:26:17 PM


Great.  I sent it out to the TWG and wanted to make sure that you all were comfortable with that. 
 Have you gotten any press calls yet?
 


From: McKaughan, Colleen [mailto:McKaughan.Colleen@epa.gov] 
Sent: Wednesday, September 25, 2013 3:18 PM
To: Barr Kelly J
Subject: RE: Navajo Generating Station – Supplement to Proposed BART Federal Implementation Plan
 
Yes, we are planning to share the notice and fact sheet with interested parties, and we have a press
 release also.
 


From: Barr Kelly J [mailto:Kelly.Barr@srpnet.com] 
Sent: Wednesday, September 25, 2013 3:07 PM
To: McKaughan, Colleen
Subject: RE: Navajo Generating Station – Supplement to Proposed BART Federal Implementation Plan
 
Will you release the proposal today more broadly?
 


From: McKaughan, Colleen [mailto:McKaughan.Colleen@epa.gov] 
Sent: Wednesday, September 25, 2013 3:06 PM
To: Barr Kelly J
Subject: RE: Navajo Generating Station – Supplement to Proposed BART Federal Implementation Plan
 
You are welcome, Kelly.  Jared is reaching out to Navajo, Gila River, and Hopi personally.  It looks like
 we will only talk to Gila River today, but may talk to Navajo and Hopi tomorrow.
 


From: Barr Kelly J [mailto:Kelly.Barr@srpnet.com] 
Sent: Wednesday, September 25, 2013 2:48 PM
To: McKaughan, Colleen
Subject: RE: Navajo Generating Station – Supplement to Proposed BART Federal Implementation Plan
 
Thank you, Colleen.  I will provide this to members of the Technical Work Group for their review.
 
Take care,
 
Kelly
 


From: McKaughan, Colleen [mailto:McKaughan.Colleen@epa.gov] 
Sent: Wednesday, September 25, 2013 2:37 PM
To: Barr Kelly J; Belin, Letty; David Palumbo; Hoeft, Cynthia
Cc: Jordan, Deborah; Lee, Anita; Lyons, Ann; Glosson, Niloufar; PerezSullivan, Margot; Keener, Bill;
 Maier, Brent; Zito, Kelly
Subject: Navajo Generating Station – Supplement to Proposed BART Federal Implementation Plan
Importance: High
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Dear Kelly, Letty, and David,
 
Today, Regional Administrator Jared Blumenfeld signed a supplemental notice proposing the
 BART alternative, submitted on July 26th by the Technical Work Group, as a “better than
 BART” alternative. EPA’s independent analysis of the TWG Alternative indicates that it
 meets the requirements of the CAA and the RHR. EPA is proposing to determine that the
 TWG alternative is “better than BART” because maintaining emissions below the 2009-2044
 NOX Cap achieves greater reasonable progress than BART towards the national visibility
 goal. EPA is continuing to take comment on our February 5, 2013 proposal as well as on this
 new TWG alternative through January 6, 2014.
 
I am attaching a fact sheet and a prepublication version of the notice. Shortly you will be able
 to view this and other pertinent information at: http://www.epa.gov/region9/air/navajo/
 
If you have any questions, please do not hesitate to call me at (520) 498-0118.
Colleen W. McKaughan
Associate Director, Air Division
USEPA, Region 9
520-498-0118
mckaughan.colleen@epa.gov
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From: McKaughan, Colleen
To: Barr Kelly J
Subject: RE: Navajo Generating Station – Supplement to Proposed BART Federal Implementation Plan
Date: Wednesday, September 25, 2013 3:19:00 PM


Yes, we are planning to share the notice and fact sheet with interested parties, and we have a press
 release also.
 


From: Barr Kelly J [mailto:Kelly.Barr@srpnet.com] 
Sent: Wednesday, September 25, 2013 3:07 PM
To: McKaughan, Colleen
Subject: RE: Navajo Generating Station – Supplement to Proposed BART Federal Implementation Plan
 
Will you release the proposal today more broadly?
 


From: McKaughan, Colleen [mailto:McKaughan.Colleen@epa.gov] 
Sent: Wednesday, September 25, 2013 3:06 PM
To: Barr Kelly J
Subject: RE: Navajo Generating Station – Supplement to Proposed BART Federal Implementation Plan
 
You are welcome, Kelly.  Jared is reaching out to Navajo, Gila River, and Hopi personally.  It looks like
 we will only talk to Gila River today, but may talk to Navajo and Hopi tomorrow.
 


From: Barr Kelly J [mailto:Kelly.Barr@srpnet.com] 
Sent: Wednesday, September 25, 2013 2:48 PM
To: McKaughan, Colleen
Subject: RE: Navajo Generating Station – Supplement to Proposed BART Federal Implementation Plan
 
Thank you, Colleen.  I will provide this to members of the Technical Work Group for their review.
 
Take care,
 
Kelly
 


From: McKaughan, Colleen [mailto:McKaughan.Colleen@epa.gov] 
Sent: Wednesday, September 25, 2013 2:37 PM
To: Barr Kelly J; Belin, Letty; David Palumbo; Hoeft, Cynthia
Cc: Jordan, Deborah; Lee, Anita; Lyons, Ann; Glosson, Niloufar; PerezSullivan, Margot; Keener, Bill;
 Maier, Brent; Zito, Kelly
Subject: Navajo Generating Station – Supplement to Proposed BART Federal Implementation Plan
Importance: High
 
 
Dear Kelly, Letty, and David,
 
Today, Regional Administrator Jared Blumenfeld signed a supplemental notice proposing the
 BART alternative, submitted on July 26th by the Technical Work Group, as a “better than
 BART” alternative. EPA’s independent analysis of the TWG Alternative indicates that it
 meets the requirements of the CAA and the RHR. EPA is proposing to determine that the
 TWG alternative is “better than BART” because maintaining emissions below the 2009-2044
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 NOX Cap achieves greater reasonable progress than BART towards the national visibility
 goal. EPA is continuing to take comment on our February 5, 2013 proposal as well as on this
 new TWG alternative through January 6, 2014.
 
I am attaching a fact sheet and a prepublication version of the notice. Shortly you will be able
 to view this and other pertinent information at: http://www.epa.gov/region9/air/navajo/
 
If you have any questions, please do not hesitate to call me at (520) 498-0118.
Colleen W. McKaughan
Associate Director, Air Division
USEPA, Region 9
520-498-0118
mckaughan.colleen@epa.gov
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From: Barr Kelly J
To: McKaughan, Colleen
Subject: RE: Navajo Generating Station – Supplement to Proposed BART Federal Implementation Plan
Date: Wednesday, September 25, 2013 3:07:16 PM


Will you release the proposal today more broadly?
 


From: McKaughan, Colleen [mailto:McKaughan.Colleen@epa.gov] 
Sent: Wednesday, September 25, 2013 3:06 PM
To: Barr Kelly J
Subject: RE: Navajo Generating Station – Supplement to Proposed BART Federal Implementation Plan
 
You are welcome, Kelly.  Jared is reaching out to Navajo, Gila River, and Hopi personally.  It looks like
 we will only talk to Gila River today, but may talk to Navajo and Hopi tomorrow.
 


From: Barr Kelly J [mailto:Kelly.Barr@srpnet.com] 
Sent: Wednesday, September 25, 2013 2:48 PM
To: McKaughan, Colleen
Subject: RE: Navajo Generating Station – Supplement to Proposed BART Federal Implementation Plan
 
Thank you, Colleen.  I will provide this to members of the Technical Work Group for their review.
 
Take care,
 
Kelly
 


From: McKaughan, Colleen [mailto:McKaughan.Colleen@epa.gov] 
Sent: Wednesday, September 25, 2013 2:37 PM
To: Barr Kelly J; Belin, Letty; David Palumbo; Hoeft, Cynthia
Cc: Jordan, Deborah; Lee, Anita; Lyons, Ann; Glosson, Niloufar; PerezSullivan, Margot; Keener, Bill;
 Maier, Brent; Zito, Kelly
Subject: Navajo Generating Station – Supplement to Proposed BART Federal Implementation Plan
Importance: High
 
 
Dear Kelly, Letty, and David,
 
Today, Regional Administrator Jared Blumenfeld signed a supplemental notice proposing the
 BART alternative, submitted on July 26th by the Technical Work Group, as a “better than
 BART” alternative. EPA’s independent analysis of the TWG Alternative indicates that it
 meets the requirements of the CAA and the RHR. EPA is proposing to determine that the
 TWG alternative is “better than BART” because maintaining emissions below the 2009-2044
 NOX Cap achieves greater reasonable progress than BART towards the national visibility
 goal. EPA is continuing to take comment on our February 5, 2013 proposal as well as on this
 new TWG alternative through January 6, 2014.
 
I am attaching a fact sheet and a prepublication version of the notice. Shortly you will be able
 to view this and other pertinent information at: http://www.epa.gov/region9/air/navajo/
 
If you have any questions, please do not hesitate to call me at (520) 498-0118.



mailto:Kelly.Barr@srpnet.com

mailto:McKaughan.Colleen@epa.gov

mailto:Kelly.Barr@srpnet.com

mailto:McKaughan.Colleen@epa.gov

http://www.epa.gov/region9/air/navajo/





Colleen W. McKaughan
Associate Director, Air Division
USEPA, Region 9
520-498-0118
mckaughan.colleen@epa.gov
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From: McKaughan, Colleen
To: Barr Kelly J
Subject: RE: Navajo Generating Station – Supplement to Proposed BART Federal Implementation Plan
Date: Wednesday, September 25, 2013 3:07:00 PM


You are welcome, Kelly.  Jared is reaching out to Navajo, Gila River, and Hopi personally.  It looks like
 we will only talk to Gila River today, but may talk to Navajo and Hopi tomorrow.
 


From: Barr Kelly J [mailto:Kelly.Barr@srpnet.com] 
Sent: Wednesday, September 25, 2013 2:48 PM
To: McKaughan, Colleen
Subject: RE: Navajo Generating Station – Supplement to Proposed BART Federal Implementation Plan
 
Thank you, Colleen.  I will provide this to members of the Technical Work Group for their review.
 
Take care,
 
Kelly
 


From: McKaughan, Colleen [mailto:McKaughan.Colleen@epa.gov] 
Sent: Wednesday, September 25, 2013 2:37 PM
To: Barr Kelly J; Belin, Letty; David Palumbo; Hoeft, Cynthia
Cc: Jordan, Deborah; Lee, Anita; Lyons, Ann; Glosson, Niloufar; PerezSullivan, Margot; Keener, Bill;
 Maier, Brent; Zito, Kelly
Subject: Navajo Generating Station – Supplement to Proposed BART Federal Implementation Plan
Importance: High
 
 
Dear Kelly, Letty, and David,
 
Today, Regional Administrator Jared Blumenfeld signed a supplemental notice proposing the
 BART alternative, submitted on July 26th by the Technical Work Group, as a “better than
 BART” alternative. EPA’s independent analysis of the TWG Alternative indicates that it
 meets the requirements of the CAA and the RHR. EPA is proposing to determine that the
 TWG alternative is “better than BART” because maintaining emissions below the 2009-2044
 NOX Cap achieves greater reasonable progress than BART towards the national visibility
 goal. EPA is continuing to take comment on our February 5, 2013 proposal as well as on this
 new TWG alternative through January 6, 2014.
 
I am attaching a fact sheet and a prepublication version of the notice. Shortly you will be able
 to view this and other pertinent information at: http://www.epa.gov/region9/air/navajo/
 
If you have any questions, please do not hesitate to call me at (520) 498-0118.
Colleen W. McKaughan
Associate Director, Air Division
USEPA, Region 9
520-498-0118
mckaughan.colleen@epa.gov
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From: Barr Kelly J
To: McKaughan, Colleen
Subject: RE: Navajo Generating Station – Supplement to Proposed BART Federal Implementation Plan
Date: Wednesday, September 25, 2013 2:48:18 PM


Thank you, Colleen.  I will provide this to members of the Technical Work Group for their review.
 
Take care,
 
Kelly
 


From: McKaughan, Colleen [mailto:McKaughan.Colleen@epa.gov] 
Sent: Wednesday, September 25, 2013 2:37 PM
To: Barr Kelly J; Belin, Letty; David Palumbo; Hoeft, Cynthia
Cc: Jordan, Deborah; Lee, Anita; Lyons, Ann; Glosson, Niloufar; PerezSullivan, Margot; Keener, Bill;
 Maier, Brent; Zito, Kelly
Subject: Navajo Generating Station – Supplement to Proposed BART Federal Implementation Plan
Importance: High
 
 
Dear Kelly, Letty, and David,
 
Today, Regional Administrator Jared Blumenfeld signed a supplemental notice proposing the
 BART alternative, submitted on July 26th by the Technical Work Group, as a “better than
 BART” alternative. EPA’s independent analysis of the TWG Alternative indicates that it
 meets the requirements of the CAA and the RHR. EPA is proposing to determine that the
 TWG alternative is “better than BART” because maintaining emissions below the 2009-2044
 NOX Cap achieves greater reasonable progress than BART towards the national visibility
 goal. EPA is continuing to take comment on our February 5, 2013 proposal as well as on this
 new TWG alternative through January 6, 2014.
 
I am attaching a fact sheet and a prepublication version of the notice. Shortly you will be able
 to view this and other pertinent information at: http://www.epa.gov/region9/air/navajo/
 
If you have any questions, please do not hesitate to call me at (520) 498-0118.
Colleen W. McKaughan
Associate Director, Air Division
USEPA, Region 9
520-498-0118
mckaughan.colleen@epa.gov
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From: Overman, Pamela
To: McKaughan, Colleen; Glosson, Niloufar; Lee, Anita
Subject: RE: Navajo Generating Station – Supplement to Proposed BART Federal Implementation Plan
Date: Wednesday, September 25, 2013 1:58:08 PM


Can you add Nicole Honanie on the Hopi email also?
NHonanie@hopi.nsn.us
 
 


From: McKaughan, Colleen 
Sent: Wednesday, September 25, 2013 1:53 PM
To: Glosson, Niloufar; Overman, Pamela; Lee, Anita
Subject: RE: Navajo Generating Station – Supplement to Proposed BART Federal Implementation Plan
 
So would I send the draft emails to Abi or directly to Jared?
 


From: Glosson, Niloufar 
Sent: Wednesday, September 25, 2013 1:52 PM
To: McKaughan, Colleen; Overman, Pamela; Lee, Anita
Subject: FW: Navajo Generating Station – Supplement to Proposed BART Federal Implementation Plan
Importance: High
 
Looks good. Thanks. I just spelled out RHR and the CAA.
Also just got a hold of Abi and told her about my email to Teddy. She said they are out at lunch but
 she is calling Jared directly to ask. Will let you know.
 


Thanks,


- - Niloufar
_____________________________________________
Niloufar Nazmi Glosson
U. S. Environmental Protection Agency 
D: (415)972-3684| C: 415-328-1143| E: Glosson.niloufar@epa.gov
 


From: McKaughan, Colleen 
Sent: Wednesday, September 25, 2013 1:42 PM
To: Glosson, Niloufar; Lee, Anita; Overman, Pamela
Subject: Navajo Generating Station – Supplement to Proposed BART Federal Implementation Plan
Importance: High
 
What do you think. We can also do one for Navajo.
 
Addresses: LShingoitewa@hopi.nsn.us; robertlyttle@yahoo.com;
 
Dear Chairman Shingoitewa,
 
I’m sorry we did not get a chance to talk today but I understand that you were in a Tribal
 Council meeting for most of the day.  If you would like to schedule a call at a more
 convenient time, I would be glad to do so.
 
I did want to let you know that today I signed a supplemental notice proposing the BART
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 alternative, submitted on July 26th by the Technical Work Group (TWG), as a “better than
 BART” alternative. EPA’s independent analysis of the TWG Alternative indicates that it
 meets the requirements of the CAA and the RHR Clean Air Act and the Regional Haze Rule.
 EPA is proposing to determine that the TWG alternative is “better than BART” because
 maintaining emissions below the 2009-2044 NOX Cap achieves greater reasonable progress
 than BART towards the national visibility goal. EPA is continuing to take comment on our
 February 5, 2013 proposal as well as on this new TWG alternative through January 6, 2014.
 We understand that you do not support the agreement, but as we explained in our September
 13, 2013, discussion, EPA’s job is to evaluate the TWG Alternative for BART against the
 framework proposed on February 5, 2013. We look forward to getting comments from Hopi
 on the original proposal as well as this supplemental proposal.
 
I am attaching a fact sheet and a prepublication version of the notice. Shortly you will be able
 to view this and other pertinent information at: http://www.epa.gov/region9/air/navajo/
 
If you have any questions, please do not hesitate to call me at __________.
 
Jared Blumenfeld
Regional Administrator



http://www.epa.gov/region9/air/navajo/






From: McKaughan, Colleen
To: Glosson, Niloufar; Overman, Pamela; Lee, Anita
Subject: RE: Navajo Generating Station – Supplement to Proposed BART Federal Implementation Plan
Date: Wednesday, September 25, 2013 1:55:00 PM


So would I send the draft emails to Abi or directly to Jared?
 


From: Glosson, Niloufar 
Sent: Wednesday, September 25, 2013 1:52 PM
To: McKaughan, Colleen; Overman, Pamela; Lee, Anita
Subject: FW: Navajo Generating Station – Supplement to Proposed BART Federal Implementation Plan
Importance: High
 
Looks good. Thanks. I just spelled out RHR and the CAA.
Also just got a hold of Abi and told her about my email to Teddy. She said they are out at lunch but
 she is calling Jared directly to ask. Will let you know.
 


Thanks,


- - Niloufar
_____________________________________________
Niloufar Nazmi Glosson
U. S. Environmental Protection Agency 
D: (415)972-3684| C: 415-328-1143| E: Glosson.niloufar@epa.gov
 


From: McKaughan, Colleen 
Sent: Wednesday, September 25, 2013 1:42 PM
To: Glosson, Niloufar; Lee, Anita; Overman, Pamela
Subject: Navajo Generating Station – Supplement to Proposed BART Federal Implementation Plan
Importance: High
 
What do you think. We can also do one for Navajo.
 
Addresses: LShingoitewa@hopi.nsn.us; robertlyttle@yahoo.com;
 
Dear Chairman Shingoitewa,
 
I’m sorry we did not get a chance to talk today but I understand that you were in a Tribal
 Council meeting for most of the day.  If you would like to schedule a call at a more
 convenient time, I would be glad to do so.
 
I did want to let you know that today I signed a supplemental notice proposing the BART
 alternative, submitted on July 26th by the Technical Work Group (TWG), as a “better than
 BART” alternative. EPA’s independent analysis of the TWG Alternative indicates that it
 meets the requirements of the CAA and the RHR Clean Air Act and the Regional Haze Rule.
 EPA is proposing to determine that the TWG alternative is “better than BART” because
 maintaining emissions below the 2009-2044 NOX Cap achieves greater reasonable progress
 than BART towards the national visibility goal. EPA is continuing to take comment on our
 February 5, 2013 proposal as well as on this new TWG alternative through January 6, 2014.
 We understand that you do not support the agreement, but as we explained in our September
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 13, 2013, discussion, EPA’s job is to evaluate the TWG Alternative for BART against the
 framework proposed on February 5, 2013. We look forward to getting comments from Hopi
 on the original proposal as well as this supplemental proposal.
 
I am attaching a fact sheet and a prepublication version of the notice. Shortly you will be able
 to view this and other pertinent information at: http://www.epa.gov/region9/air/navajo/
 
If you have any questions, please do not hesitate to call me at __________.
 
Jared Blumenfeld
Regional Administrator
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From: McKaughan, Colleen
To: Kevin Rogers
Subject: RE: Navajo Generating Station – Supplement to Proposed BART Federal Implementation Plan
Date: Wednesday, September 25, 2013 3:57:00 PM


You are welcome. We are interested in the views of the ag community with respect to all three
 options, and what this latest option does to water costs, if anything.
 


From: Kevin Rogers [mailto:kevinrogers@azfb.org] 
Sent: Wednesday, September 25, 2013 3:53 PM
To: McKaughan, Colleen
Subject: Re: Navajo Generating Station – Supplement to Proposed BART Federal Implementation Plan
 
Thank you for keeping us in the loop.
 
Sent from my Verizon Wireless 4G LTE DROID


"McKaughan, Colleen" <McKaughan.Colleen@epa.gov> wrote:


 
 
Dear Kevin and Dan,
 
Today, Regional Administrator Jared Blumenfeld signed a supplemental notice proposing the
 BART alternative, submitted on July 26th by the Technical Work Group, as a “better than
 BART” alternative. EPA’s independent analysis of the TWG Alternative indicates that it
 meets the requirements of the CAA and the RHR. EPA is proposing to determine that the
 TWG alternative is “better than BART” because maintaining emissions below the 2009-2044
 NOX Cap achieves greater reasonable progress than BART towards the national visibility
 goal. EPA is continuing to take comment on our February 5, 2013 proposal as well as on this
 new TWG alternative through January 6, 2014.
 
I am attaching a fact sheet and a prepublication version of the notice. Shortly you will be able
 to view this and other pertinent information at: http://www.epa.gov/region9/air/navajo/
 
If you have any questions, please do not hesitate to call me at (520) 498-0118.  Please feel free
 to share with others who may be interested.
Colleen W. McKaughan
Associate Director, Air Division
USEPA, Region 9
520-498-0118
mckaughan.colleen@epa.gov
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From: Long, Noah
To: Jordan, Deborah
Subject: RE: News Release: EPA"s Latest Proposal for Navajo Generating Station Cuts Emissions, Protects Health
Date: Wednesday, September 25, 2013 7:56:50 PM


FYI, I reached out to Jared, also.
 
 
Noah Long
Natural Resources Defense Council
Phone: (415) 875-6193
 


From: Jordan, Deborah [mailto:Jordan.Deborah@epa.gov] 
Sent: Wednesday, September 25, 2013 7:54 PM
To: Long, Noah
Subject: Re: News Release: EPA's Latest Proposal for Navajo Generating Station Cuts Emissions, Protects Health
 
Hi Noah,
I'm out of town all week as well as the first part of next week (if we aren't shut down on Tuesday). Does next Friday
 work for you?
Deborah 


Deborah Jordan 
Director, Air Division 
EPA Region 9 
(415) 972-3133


From: Long, Noah <nlong@nrdc.org>
Sent: Wednesday, September 25, 2013 10:18:04 PM
To: Jordan, Deborah
Subject: RE: News Release: EPA's Latest Proposal for Navajo Generating Station Cuts Emissions, Protects Health
 
Hi Deborah,
I have to say I was quite surprised to see this come out, particularly so quickly. Any chance you can talk on the
 phone tomorrow or meet up in person in SF on Friday?
Best,
Noah
 
Noah Long
Natural Resources Defense Council
Phone: (415) 875-6193
 


From: U.S. EPA [mailto:usaepa@service.govdelivery.com] 
Sent: Wednesday, September 25, 2013 3:16 PM
To: Long, Noah
Subject: News Release: EPA's Latest Proposal for Navajo Generating Station Cuts Emissions, Protects Health
 
For Immediate Release: September 25, 2013


 EPA's Latest Proposal for Navajo Generating Station Cuts Emissions, Protects Health


SAN FRANCISCO – Today, the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency announced a supplemental
 proposal to reduce emissions from Navajo Generating Station (NGS), one of the largest sources
 of harmful nitrogen oxide (NOx) emissions in the country. The 2,250 megawatt power coal-fired
 power plant is located on the Navajo Nation, less than 20 miles from the Grand Canyon, near
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 Page, Arizona and the Utah state line.


On February 5, EPA issued a proposal to reduce by 73 percent the visibility impacts of NGS on
 eleven National Parks and Wilderness Areas. As part of that proposal, EPA asked the public to
 submit alternative scenarios that would achieve greater visibility benefits through different
 mechanisms. In response, a coalition of stakeholders from various sectors developed and
 submitted to EPA an alternative that establishes a lifetime cap in NOx emissions, accommodates
 different future ownership scenarios, and ensures greater emission reductions than EPA’s initial
 proposal.


The coalition, known as the Technical Work Group (TWG), is composed of the Central Arizona
 Water Conservation District, the Environmental Defense Fund, the Gila River Indian Community,
 Navajo Nation, the Salt River Project Agricultural Improvement District, the Department of the
 Interior and Western Resources Advocates.


Today’s supplemental proposal adds TWG’s alternative as a third option now available for public
 comment prior to final agency action. EPA conducted a rigorous review of the TWG alternative to
 ensure that it meets the requirements of the Clean Air Act.


“These creative alternatives achieve greater emissions reductions at NGS while giving tribes and
 owners more flexibility,” said Jared Blumenfeld, EPA’s Regional Administrator for the Pacific
 Southwest. “This is good news for visitors to national parks and for public health.”


NGS is co-owned by the U.S. Bureau of Reclamation, Salt River Project, Los Angeles Department
 of Water and Power, Arizona Public Service, Nevada Power Company and Tucson Electric
 Power. 


Although not formally part of the today’s action, the TWG plan also includes commitments by the
 U.S. Department of the Interior to achieve 80 percent clean energy for the federal share in NGS
 by 2035, and to complete a study on renewable energy options for the plant by the National
 Renewable Energy Laboratory. The TWG plan also includes a guarantee that the environmental
 review for NGS will consider clean energy generation options.


EPA is requesting comment by January 6, 2014, on today’s supplemental proposal and the initial
 February proposal. The public will have five opportunities to attend open houses and public
 hearings in Arizona during the week of November 12:


November 12: LeChee, Ariz.


Open House/Hearing: 10 a.m. – 1 p.m.


LeChee Chapter House


(Coppermine Road, 3 miles south of Page)


 


November 12: Page, Ariz.


Open House: 3 p.m. – 5 p.m., Public Hearing: 6 p.m. – 9 p.m.


Page High School Cultural Arts Building,


434 Lake Powell Blvd.


 







November 13: Kykotsmovi Village


Open House: 3 p.m. – 5 p.m., Public Hearing: 6 p.m. – 9 p.m.


Hopi Day School


Quarter-mile East Main Street


 


November 14: Phoenix, Ariz.


Open House: 3 p.m. – 5 p.m., Public Hearing: 6 p.m. – 10 p.m.


Phoenix Convention Center


100 North 3rd Street


 


November 15: Tucson, Ariz.


Open House: 3 p.m. – 5 p.m., Public Hearing: 6 p.m. – 9 p.m.


Pima Community College West Campus


Proscenium Theatre, Center for the Arts Building


(2 miles west of I-10 on St. Mary’s Road)


 


 For additional information on the proposed rulemaking and opportunities to provide input, please
 go to: http://www.epa.gov/region9/air/navajo/index.html#proposed


Media Contact: Margot Perez-Sullivan, perezsullivan.margot@epa.gov
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From: Long, Noah
To: Jordan, Deborah
Subject: RE: News Release: EPA"s Latest Proposal for Navajo Generating Station Cuts Emissions, Protects Health
Date: Thursday, October 17, 2013 1:53:48 PM


great
 
Noah Long
Natural Resources Defense Council
Phone: (415) 875-6193
 


From: Jordan, Deborah [mailto:Jordan.Deborah@epa.gov] 
Sent: Thursday, October 17, 2013 2:52 PM
To: Long, Noah
Subject: RE: News Release: EPA's Latest Proposal for Navajo Generating Station Cuts Emissions, Protects Health
 
How is 3:30?  I could do other times too.
 


From: Long, Noah [mailto:nlong@nrdc.org] 
Sent: Thursday, October 17, 2013 1:51 PM
To: Jordan, Deborah
Subject: RE: News Release: EPA's Latest Proposal for Navajo Generating Station Cuts Emissions, Protects Health
 
Totally understood. Glad you are back to work. Thursday would be best.
 
Noah Long
Natural Resources Defense Council
Phone: (415) 875-6193
 


From: Jordan, Deborah [mailto:Jordan.Deborah@epa.gov] 
Sent: Thursday, October 17, 2013 2:48 PM
To: Long, Noah
Subject: RE: News Release: EPA's Latest Proposal for Navajo Generating Station Cuts Emissions, Protects Health
 
Hi Noah,
 
As I’m sure you know, EPA was shut down from Oct. 1 until today.
 
Could we reschedule for next week?  Wednesday late afternoon is good for me, and I also have times on Tuesday,
 Thursday and Friday.  Let me know what’s good for you.
 
Debbie
 


From: Long, Noah [mailto:nlong@nrdc.org] 
Sent: Friday, October 04, 2013 10:04 AM
To: Jordan, Deborah
Subject: RE: News Release: EPA's Latest Proposal for Navajo Generating Station Cuts Emissions, Protects Health
 
I just tried your office. Feel free to call me if you are checking email. Otherwise we can reschedule.
 
Noah Long
Natural Resources Defense Council
Phone: (415) 875-6193
 


From: Jordan, Deborah [mailto:Jordan.Deborah@epa.gov] 
Sent: Thursday, September 26, 2013 7:18 PM
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To: Long, Noah
Subject: Re: News Release: EPA's Latest Proposal for Navajo Generating Station Cuts Emissions, Protects Health
 
Does 10:00 work? I'm booked from 11-2. 


Deborah Jordan 
Director, Air Division 
EPA Region 9 
(415) 972-3133


From: Long, Noah <nlong@nrdc.org>
Sent: Thursday, September 26, 2013 6:05:00 PM
To: Jordan, Deborah
Subject: RE: News Release: EPA's Latest Proposal for Navajo Generating Station Cuts Emissions, Protects Health
 
I have to be at a hearing at 2:30. Could we do a little earlier?
 
Noah Long
Natural Resources Defense Council
Phone: (415) 875-6193
 


From: Jordan, Deborah [mailto:Jordan.Deborah@epa.gov] 
Sent: Wednesday, September 25, 2013 8:16 PM
To: Long, Noah
Subject: Re: News Release: EPA's Latest Proposal for Navajo Generating Station Cuts Emissions, Protects Health
 
Does 2:00 PDT work? 


Deborah Jordan 
Director, Air Division 
EPA Region 9 
(415) 972-3133


From: Long, Noah <nlong@nrdc.org>
Sent: Wednesday, September 25, 2013 10:56:23 PM
To: Jordan, Deborah
Subject: RE: News Release: EPA's Latest Proposal for Navajo Generating Station Cuts Emissions, Protects Health
 
Sure, I will be in NM at a wolf hearing (of all things), but can talk on the phone. Let me know what time works best
 for you.
 
 
Noah Long
Natural Resources Defense Council
Phone: (415) 875-6193
 


From: Jordan, Deborah [mailto:Jordan.Deborah@epa.gov] 
Sent: Wednesday, September 25, 2013 7:54 PM
To: Long, Noah
Subject: Re: News Release: EPA's Latest Proposal for Navajo Generating Station Cuts Emissions, Protects Health
 
Hi Noah,
I'm out of town all week as well as the first part of next week (if we aren't shut down on Tuesday). Does next Friday
 work for you?
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Deborah 


Deborah Jordan 
Director, Air Division 
EPA Region 9 
(415) 972-3133


From: Long, Noah <nlong@nrdc.org>
Sent: Wednesday, September 25, 2013 10:18:04 PM
To: Jordan, Deborah
Subject: RE: News Release: EPA's Latest Proposal for Navajo Generating Station Cuts Emissions, Protects Health
 
Hi Deborah,
I have to say I was quite surprised to see this come out, particularly so quickly. Any chance you can talk on the
 phone tomorrow or meet up in person in SF on Friday?
Best,
Noah
 
Noah Long
Natural Resources Defense Council
Phone: (415) 875-6193
 


From: U.S. EPA [mailto:usaepa@service.govdelivery.com] 
Sent: Wednesday, September 25, 2013 3:16 PM
To: Long, Noah
Subject: News Release: EPA's Latest Proposal for Navajo Generating Station Cuts Emissions, Protects Health
 
For Immediate Release: September 25, 2013


 EPA's Latest Proposal for Navajo Generating Station Cuts Emissions, Protects Health


SAN FRANCISCO – Today, the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency announced a supplemental
 proposal to reduce emissions from Navajo Generating Station (NGS), one of the largest sources
 of harmful nitrogen oxide (NOx) emissions in the country. The 2,250 megawatt power coal-fired
 power plant is located on the Navajo Nation, less than 20 miles from the Grand Canyon, near
 Page, Arizona and the Utah state line.


On February 5, EPA issued a proposal to reduce by 73 percent the visibility impacts of NGS on
 eleven National Parks and Wilderness Areas. As part of that proposal, EPA asked the public to
 submit alternative scenarios that would achieve greater visibility benefits through different
 mechanisms. In response, a coalition of stakeholders from various sectors developed and
 submitted to EPA an alternative that establishes a lifetime cap in NOx emissions, accommodates
 different future ownership scenarios, and ensures greater emission reductions than EPA’s initial
 proposal.


The coalition, known as the Technical Work Group (TWG), is composed of the Central Arizona
 Water Conservation District, the Environmental Defense Fund, the Gila River Indian Community,
 Navajo Nation, the Salt River Project Agricultural Improvement District, the Department of the
 Interior and Western Resources Advocates.


Today’s supplemental proposal adds TWG’s alternative as a third option now available for public
 comment prior to final agency action. EPA conducted a rigorous review of the TWG alternative to
 ensure that it meets the requirements of the Clean Air Act.


“These creative alternatives achieve greater emissions reductions at NGS while giving tribes and
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 owners more flexibility,” said Jared Blumenfeld, EPA’s Regional Administrator for the Pacific
 Southwest. “This is good news for visitors to national parks and for public health.”


NGS is co-owned by the U.S. Bureau of Reclamation, Salt River Project, Los Angeles Department
 of Water and Power, Arizona Public Service, Nevada Power Company and Tucson Electric
 Power. 


Although not formally part of the today’s action, the TWG plan also includes commitments by the
 U.S. Department of the Interior to achieve 80 percent clean energy for the federal share in NGS
 by 2035, and to complete a study on renewable energy options for the plant by the National
 Renewable Energy Laboratory. The TWG plan also includes a guarantee that the environmental
 review for NGS will consider clean energy generation options.


EPA is requesting comment by January 6, 2014, on today’s supplemental proposal and the initial
 February proposal. The public will have five opportunities to attend open houses and public
 hearings in Arizona during the week of November 12:


November 12: LeChee, Ariz.


Open House/Hearing: 10 a.m. – 1 p.m.


LeChee Chapter House


(Coppermine Road, 3 miles south of Page)


 


November 12: Page, Ariz.


Open House: 3 p.m. – 5 p.m., Public Hearing: 6 p.m. – 9 p.m.


Page High School Cultural Arts Building,


434 Lake Powell Blvd.


 


November 13: Kykotsmovi Village


Open House: 3 p.m. – 5 p.m., Public Hearing: 6 p.m. – 9 p.m.


Hopi Day School


Quarter-mile East Main Street


 


November 14: Phoenix, Ariz.


Open House: 3 p.m. – 5 p.m., Public Hearing: 6 p.m. – 10 p.m.


Phoenix Convention Center


100 North 3rd Street


 


November 15: Tucson, Ariz.







Open House: 3 p.m. – 5 p.m., Public Hearing: 6 p.m. – 9 p.m.


Pima Community College West Campus


Proscenium Theatre, Center for the Arts Building


(2 miles west of I-10 on St. Mary’s Road)


 


 For additional information on the proposed rulemaking and opportunities to provide input, please
 go to: http://www.epa.gov/region9/air/navajo/index.html#proposed


Media Contact: Margot Perez-Sullivan, perezsullivan.margot@epa.gov


 


You can unsubscribe or update your subscriptions or e-mail address at any time on your Subscriber
 Preferences Page. All you will need is your e-mail address. If you have any questions or problems,
 please e-mail support@govdelivery.com for assistance. 


This service is provided to you at no charge by the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency. 


 


This email was sent to nlong@nrdc.org using GovDelivery, on behalf of: U.S. Environmental Protection Agency · 1200
 Pennsylvania Avenue NW · Washington DC 20460 · 202-564-4355


 


*********************** ATTACHMENT NOT DELIVERED  *******************


This Email message contained an attachment named 
  image001.jpg 
which may be a computer program. This attached computer program could
contain a computer virus which could cause harm to EPA's computers, 
network, and data.  The attachment has been deleted.


This was done to limit the distribution of computer viruses introduced
into the EPA network.  EPA is deleting all computer program attachments
sent from the Internet into the agency via Email.


If the message sender is known and the attachment was legitimate, you
should contact the sender and request that they rename the file name
extension and resend the Email with the renamed attachment.  After
receiving the revised Email, containing the renamed attachment, you can
rename the file extension to its correct name.


For further information, please contact the EPA Call Center at
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(866) 411-4EPA (4372). The TDD number is (866) 489-4900.


***********************  ATTACHMENT NOT DELIVERED ***********************








From: Lee, Anita
To: McKaughan, Colleen; Wilder, Ceciley
Subject: RE: Red Folder AX-13-000-9595
Date: Tuesday, September 03, 2013 3:35:56 PM


. Thanks Colleen.


Anita Lee, PhD
Environmental Scientist
US EPA, Air Division, Planning Office (Air-2)
75 Hawthorne Street
San Francisco, CA 94105
(415) 972-3958


From: McKaughan, Colleen 
Sent: Tuesday, September 03, 2013 3:34 PM
To: Lee, Anita; Wilder, Ceciley
Subject: RE: Red Folder AX-13-000-9595


 .


From: Lee, Anita 
Sent: Tuesday, September 03, 2013 3:30 PM
To: McKaughan, Colleen; Wilder, Ceciley
Subject: RE: Red Folder AX-13-000-9595


 


 
 
 
 


Anita Lee, PhD
Environmental Scientist
US EPA, Air Division, Planning Office (Air-2)
75 Hawthorne Street
San Francisco, CA 94105
(415) 972-3958


All redactions: non-responsive but deliberative
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From: McKaughan, Colleen 
Sent: Tuesday, September 03, 2013 3:25 PM
To: Wilder, Ceciley; Lee, Anita
Subject: RE: Red Folder AX-13-000-9595
 


 .
 


From: Wilder, Ceciley 
Sent: Tuesday, September 03, 2013 3:17 PM
To: Lee, Anita; McKaughan, Colleen
Subject: FW: Red Folder AX-13-000-9595
 
 
 


From: Kwok, Frances 
Sent: Tuesday, September 03, 2013 3:16 PM
To: Wilder, Ceciley
Cc: Gaudario, Abigail
Subject: Red Folder AX-13-000-9595
 
Ceciley,
 
ORA received the attached AX-13-000-9595. The subject is Support for the Technical
 Working Group Reasonable Progress to Best Available Retrofit Technology proposal, to
 reduce nitrogen oxide emissions at Navajo Generating Station. The due date is September
 17, 2013.
 
Thanks,
 
Frances Kwok
Office of the Regional Administrator
U.S. E.P.A. Region 9
75 Hawthorne Street
San Francisco, CA 94105
(415) 947-4232
kwok.frances@epa.gov
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From: McKaughan, Colleen
To: Lee, Anita; Wilder, Ceciley
Subject: RE: Red Folder AX-13-000-9595
Date: Tuesday, September 03, 2013 3:35:00 PM


 


From: Lee, Anita 
Sent: Tuesday, September 03, 2013 3:30 PM
To: McKaughan, Colleen; Wilder, Ceciley
Subject: RE: Red Folder AX-13-000-9595


 


 
 
 
 


Anita Lee, PhD
Environmental Scientist
US EPA, Air Division, Planning Office (Air-2)
75 Hawthorne Street
San Francisco, CA 94105
(415) 972-3958


From: McKaughan, Colleen 
Sent: Tuesday, September 03, 2013 3:25 PM
To: Wilder, Ceciley; Lee, Anita
Subject: RE: Red Folder AX-13-000-9595


 .


From: Wilder, Ceciley 
Sent: Tuesday, September 03, 2013 3:17 PM
To: Lee, Anita; McKaughan, Colleen
Subject: FW: Red Folder AX-13-000-9595


From: Kwok, Frances 
Sent: Tuesday, September 03, 2013 3:16 PM
To: Wilder, Ceciley


All redactions: non responsive but deliberative
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Cc: Gaudario, Abigail
Subject: Red Folder AX-13-000-9595
 
Ceciley,
 
ORA received the attached AX-13-000-9595. The subject is Support for the Technical
 Working Group Reasonable Progress to Best Available Retrofit Technology proposal, to
 reduce nitrogen oxide emissions at Navajo Generating Station. The due date is September
 17, 2013.
 
Thanks,
 
Frances Kwok
Office of the Regional Administrator
U.S. E.P.A. Region 9
75 Hawthorne Street
San Francisco, CA 94105
(415) 947-4232
kwok.frances@epa.gov
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From: Lee, Anita
To: McKaughan, Colleen; Wilder, Ceciley
Subject: RE: Red Folder AX-13-000-9595
Date: Tuesday, September 03, 2013 3:30:00 PM


 


 
 
 
 


Anita Lee, PhD
Environmental Scientist
US EPA, Air Division, Planning Office (Air-2)
75 Hawthorne Street
San Francisco, CA 94105
(415) 972-3958


From: McKaughan, Colleen 
Sent: Tuesday, September 03, 2013 3:25 PM
To: Wilder, Ceciley; Lee, Anita
Subject: RE: Red Folder AX-13-000-9595


 


From: Wilder, Ceciley 
Sent: Tuesday, September 03, 2013 3:17 PM
To: Lee, Anita; McKaughan, Colleen
Subject: FW: Red Folder AX-13-000-9595


From: Kwok, Frances 
Sent: Tuesday, September 03, 2013 3:16 PM
To: Wilder, Ceciley
Cc: Gaudario, Abigail
Subject: Red Folder AX-13-000-9595


Ceciley,


ORA received the attached AX-13-000-9595. The subject is Support for the Technical
 Working Group Reasonable Progress to Best Available Retrofit Technology proposal, to
 reduce nitrogen oxide emissions at Navajo Generating Station. The due date is September


Redactions are non-responsive but deliberative
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 17, 2013.
 
Thanks,
 
Frances Kwok
Office of the Regional Administrator
U.S. E.P.A. Region 9
75 Hawthorne Street
San Francisco, CA 94105
(415) 947-4232
kwok.frances@epa.gov
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From: McKaughan, Colleen
To: Wilder, Ceciley; Lee, Anita
Subject: RE: Red Folder AX-13-000-9595
Date: Tuesday, September 03, 2013 3:26:00 PM


 .


From: Wilder, Ceciley 
Sent: Tuesday, September 03, 2013 3:17 PM
To: Lee, Anita; McKaughan, Colleen
Subject: FW: Red Folder AX-13-000-9595


From: Kwok, Frances 
Sent: Tuesday, September 03, 2013 3:16 PM
To: Wilder, Ceciley
Cc: Gaudario, Abigail
Subject: Red Folder AX-13-000-9595


Ceciley,


ORA received the attached AX-13-000-9595. The subject is Support for the Technical
 Working Group Reasonable Progress to Best Available Retrofit Technology proposal, to
 reduce nitrogen oxide emissions at Navajo Generating Station. The due date is September
 17, 2013.


Thanks,


Frances Kwok
Office of the Regional Administrator
U.S. E.P.A. Region 9
75 Hawthorne Street
San Francisco, CA 94105
(415) 947-4232
kwok.frances@epa.gov


Redaction: Nonresponsive but deliberative
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From: McKaughan, Colleen
To: Lee, Anita; Wilder, Ceciley
Subject: RE: Red Folder AX-13-000-9595
Date: Tuesday, September 03, 2013 3:54:00 PM


 
 
 
  
 


From: Lee, Anita 
Sent: Tuesday, September 03, 2013 3:36 PM
To: McKaughan, Colleen; Wilder, Ceciley
Subject: RE: Red Folder AX-13-000-9595


. Thanks Colleen.


Anita Lee, PhD
Environmental Scientist
US EPA, Air Division, Planning Office (Air-2)
75 Hawthorne Street
San Francisco, CA 94105
(415) 972-3958


From: McKaughan, Colleen 
Sent: Tuesday, September 03, 2013 3:34 PM
To: Lee, Anita; Wilder, Ceciley
Subject: RE: Red Folder AX-13-000-9595


 


From: Lee, Anita 
Sent: Tuesday, September 03, 2013 3:30 PM
To: McKaughan, Colleen; Wilder, Ceciley
Subject: RE: Red Folder AX-13-000-9595


 


 
 
 


All redactions: Non-responsive but Deliberative
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 !).
 
Anita Lee, PhD
Environmental Scientist
US EPA, Air Division, Planning Office (Air-2)
75 Hawthorne Street
San Francisco, CA 94105
(415) 972-3958
 
 
 


From: McKaughan, Colleen 
Sent: Tuesday, September 03, 2013 3:25 PM
To: Wilder, Ceciley; Lee, Anita
Subject: RE: Red Folder AX-13-000-9595
 


 .
 


From: Wilder, Ceciley 
Sent: Tuesday, September 03, 2013 3:17 PM
To: Lee, Anita; McKaughan, Colleen
Subject: FW: Red Folder AX-13-000-9595
 
 
 


From: Kwok, Frances 
Sent: Tuesday, September 03, 2013 3:16 PM
To: Wilder, Ceciley
Cc: Gaudario, Abigail
Subject: Red Folder AX-13-000-9595
 
Ceciley,
 
ORA received the attached AX-13-000-9595. The subject is Support for the Technical
 Working Group Reasonable Progress to Best Available Retrofit Technology proposal, to
 reduce nitrogen oxide emissions at Navajo Generating Station. The due date is September
 17, 2013.
 
Thanks,
 
Frances Kwok
Office of the Regional Administrator
U.S. E.P.A. Region 9
75 Hawthorne Street
San Francisco, CA 94105
(415) 947-4232
kwok.frances@epa.gov
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From: McKaughan, Colleen
To: Heller, Zoe
Subject: RE: Response to President Shelly Request for NGS Consultation
Date: Monday, July 22, 2013 10:11:00 AM


They were willing to come to San Francisco. Gila River also asked for consultation and they are
 insisting on Phoenix.
 


From: Heller, Zoe 
Sent: Monday, July 22, 2013 10:05 AM
To: McKaughan, Colleen; Ryerson.Teddy
Cc: Ebbert, Laura; Overman, Pamela; Gaudario, Abigail
Subject: RE: Response to President Shelly Request for NGS Consultation
 
Hi Colleen,
 
Today is Jared’s first day back in the office. We’ll bring the requests for consultation to him this week
 and circle back with you.  Does Navajo still plan to come to San Francisco?
 
Thanks,
Zoe
 


From: McKaughan, Colleen 
Sent: Monday, July 22, 2013 10:00 AM
To: Ryerson.Teddy; Heller, Zoe
Cc: Ebbert, Laura; Overman, Pamela
Subject: FW: Response to President Shelly Request for NGS Consultation
 
Will this date work for Jared?  This would be for NGS consultation.
 


From: Eugenia Quintana [mailto:eugeniaquintana@navajo-nsn.gov] 
Sent: Monday, July 22, 2013 7:27 AM
To: McKaughan, Colleen
Subject: FW: Response to President Shelly Request for NGS Consultation
 
Hi Colleen:
 


Will August 15th work for Jared?
 
Alberta Laughing replied that August 15 would work for President Shelly.
 
Thanks.
 
Eugenia
 


From: McKaughan, Colleen [mailto:McKaughan.Colleen@epa.gov] 
Sent: Tuesday, July 09, 2013 11:44 AM
To: Eugenia Quintana
Subject: Re: Response to President Shelly Request for NGS Consultation
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I'd be glad to.


From: Eugenia Quintana <eugeniaquintana@navajo-nsn.gov>
Sent: Tuesday, July 09, 2013 8:28:17 AM
To: McKaughan, Colleen
Subject: RE: Response to President Shelly Request for NGS Consultation
 
Hi Colleen:
 
Steve said he would like to look at a later date for this consultation and he asked me to check with
 Alberta regarding President Shelly’s availability in mid-august or other dates.
 
Can you check with Jared’s schedule also?
 
Thanks, Colleen.
 
eugenia
 


From: McKaughan, Colleen [mailto:McKaughan.Colleen@epa.gov] 
Sent: Monday, July 08, 2013 5:49 PM
To: Stephen B. Etsitty; Eugenia Quintana
Cc: Lee, Anita
Subject: RE: Response to President Shelly Request for NGS Consultation
 
Hi, Steve and Eugenia,
 


I wanted to check in to see whether the President still wants to do NGS consultation on July 25th or


 26th. If you don’t have an answer yet, I’ll check back later. I’m going to San Francisco tomorrow for
 the presentation on the alternative.
 
Colleen
 


From: McKaughan, Colleen 
Sent: Thursday, June 27, 2013 3:15 PM
To: stephenbetsitty@navajo-nsn.gov; eugeniaquintana@navajo-nsn.gov
Cc: Lee, Anita
Subject: RE: Response to President Shelly Request for NGS Consultation
 
Thanks, Steve.
 
We will wait to hear from you next week.
 
Colleen
 


From: Stephen B. Etsitty [mailto:stephenbetsitty@navajo-nsn.gov] 
Sent: Thursday, June 27, 2013 3:05 PM
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To: McKaughan, Colleen; eugeniaquintana@navajo-nsn.gov
Cc: Lee, Anita
Subject: Re: Response to President Shelly Request for NGS Consultation
 
Hello, Thank you for the reply.
 
We do need to reconsider the scheduled July meeting date in light of the extension of the Public
 Comment period to October 4, 2013.
 
Let me get back to you next week, after I discuss the opportunity to reschedule the July consultation
 with President Shelly and others involved in the development of our comments.
 
SBE 


Sent from my BlackBerry 10 smartphone on the Verizon Wireless 4G LTE network.


From: McKaughan, Colleen
Sent: Thursday, June 27, 2013 3:41 PM
To: Stephen B. Etsitty; Eugenia Quintana
Cc: Lee, Anita
Subject: Response to President Shelly Request for NGS Consultation
 
 
Hi, Steve and Eugenia,
 
Here is a copy of the letter that EPA is sending to President Shelly in response to his request for
 consultation on NGS. I believe we originally discussed this time frame because we were going to
 schedule the hearings in the latter part of July. As you have probably heard, we are extending the
 public comment period from August 5, 2013 to October 5, 2013 at the request of SRP and the
 Technical Working Group, of which the Navajo Nation is a member. This means that the hearings
 will not take place in July or August.  We have time reserved on Jared’s calendar in July for
 consultation with President Shelly. Please let us know if the President would prefer consultation at a
 different time, now that the hearings are going to be postponed.
 
I will send you a copy of the notice extending the public comment period in a separate email for your
 files.
 
Colleen
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From: McKaughan, Colleen
To: stephenbetsitty@navajo-nsn.gov; Eugenia Quintana
Cc: Lee, Anita; Overman, Pamela
Subject: NGS Consultation on August 28, 2013
Date: Friday, August 23, 2013 4:11:00 PM


Hi, Steve and Eugenia,
 
I wanted to let you know that we have invited DOI to participate in the NGS consultation scheduled


 for August 28th.  Letty Belin and David Palumbo plan to join us in person. I believe the President had
 requested in the past that the federal agencies do a better job of coordinating with each other, and
 it seemed appropriate given DOI’s role as a signatory to the Technical Working Group Agreement
 along with the Navajo Nation.  Jared will also make himself available for a private talk with the
 President if the President would like government to government consultation with EPA alone.
 Please let me know the President’s preference on this matter.
 


We are looking forward to consultation on the 28th between President Shelly, the Regional
 Administrator, and DOI. Thank you for helping to arrange it. I will be joining by phone so I’m sorry
 that I won’t see you in person.
 
 
Colleen W. McKaughan
Associate Director, Air Division
USEPA, Region 9
520-498-0118
mckaughan.colleen@epa.gov
 



mailto:/O=EXCHANGELABS/OU=EXCHANGE ADMINISTRATIVE GROUP (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/CN=RECIPIENTS/CN=F37EB6F19D09495190CAD9CCA9EE8F62-CMCKAUGH

mailto:stephenbetsitty@navajo-nsn.gov

mailto:eugeniaquintana@navajo-nsn.gov

mailto:Lee.Anita@epa.gov

mailto:Overman.Pamela@epa.gov






From: McKaughan, Colleen
To: Linus Everling
Subject: NGS Consultation
Date: Monday, August 05, 2013 9:55:00 AM


Hi, Linus,
 
I wanted to get back to you on the GRIC request for consultation on NGS. The Regional Administrator
 would prefer to have consultation after EPA has had the chance to review and evaluate the
 alternative submitted by the Technical Working Group.  We need the month of August to do that
 work, so consultation in August seems unlikely.  I will get back to you and other members of the
 Technical Working Group on our progress. We can discuss additional consultation at that time. 
 Please let me know if you have questions.
 
Colleen McKaughan
520-498-0118
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From: McKaughan, Colleen
To: David Palumbo
Subject: NGS Supplemental Proposal
Date: Wednesday, September 25, 2013 9:52:00 AM


Hi, Dave,
 
I left you a voicemail but not sure when you will get it.  We are proposing the TWG Alternative today
 and I wanted to let you know in advance.  We will be sending you and Letty a pre-publication copy
 of the notice later today, after it’s signed by the Regional Administrator.  Call me if you have
 questions. I will be at my desk all day and into the evening.
 
Colleen W. McKaughan
Associate Director, Air Division
USEPA, Region 9
520-498-0118
mckaughan.colleen@epa.gov
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From: Glosson, Niloufar
To: McKaughan, Colleen; Harris-Bishop, Rusty; Maier, Brent; Lee, Anita; Lyons, Ann
Subject: NGS article - Navajo-Hopi Observer
Date: Wednesday, August 14, 2013 7:29:58 AM


Tuesday, August 13, 2013
Poll suggests 80 percent of Arizonans favor keeping NGS running
Katherine Locke - Reporter
 
PAGE, Ariz. - A poll sponsored by the Arizona Coalition for Water, Energy and Jobs suggests a
majority of Arizonans favor keeping Navajo Generating Station (NGS) up and running.
The poll, conducted by national pollster Magellan Strategies of Colorado, said 80 percent of
 Arizonans
are opposed to the technical working group's "back-room deal-making aimed at the early shut down
of NGS."
The technical working group includes representatives from Salt River Project (SRP) on behalf of itself
and the owners of NGS, the Central Arizona Water Conservation District, the Defense Fund, the
Navajo Nation, the Gila River Indian community, the U.S. Department of Interior and Western
Resource advocates.
SRP will play host to a community meeting on Aug. 15 to discuss the technical working group's
proposal for NGS. The meeting takes place at the Page PERA Club, 445 Haul Road., Page, Ariz. at
5:30 p.m. The meeting is open to the public.
Grant Smedley, SRP's manager of environmental policy and innovation, will explain the proposal,
 which
was submitted to the Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) on July 26.
"We are hoping the open house forum hosted by SRP on Aug. 15 will help educate the local
community and prepare them to participate in the formal EPA comment process which will come
 later
in the fall," said Robert Talbot, NGS plant manager.
The technical group identified emission reduction alternatives for NGS. The group said its proposed
alternative allows the continued operation of NGS, while achieving greater emission reductions than
EPA's proposal issued earlier this year even while committing to cease operation of coal-fired
generation at NGS no later than Dec. 22, 2044.
For some groups that is not soon enough. Black Mesa Water Coalition opposed the NGS lease
agreement extension citing what they called an unreasonable time period allowed for public
 comment
and the lack of data and information disseminated to the public. They also stated the direct impacts
felt by Navajo communities, ranging from social to ecological effects, like the relocation of Black
Mesa families and the severe damage to pristine aquifers.
The group highlighted many environmental concerns and questioned whether the lease agreement
had a plan that would transition from coal jobs to solar and wind energy and would provide long-
term
and sustainable Navajo jobs.
The EPA's Feb. 15 proposal requires the power plant's owners to install new technology to reduce
emissions on all three units at NGS by 2018.8/14/13 Navajo-Hopi Observer | Poll suggests 80percent
 of Arizonans favor keeping NGS running
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The EPA also proposed an alternative that would require the early installation of low nitrogen oxide
burners in exchange for a later date to require the installation of technology to reduce emissions,
selective catalytic reduction (SCR), on one unit per year between 2021 and 2023.
The alternative proposed by the working group would require SRP to shut down one unit at the
 power
plant by January 1, 2020 and put in place reduction emission technology on the remaining units by
2030 - if plant part owners LA Department of Power and Water and Nevada Energy exit in 2019 and
 if
the Navajo Nation chooses not to exercise its option to purchase a portion of the plant's ownership
shares. The Los Angeles water agency and Nevada Energy own about one unit at NGS.
If the Navajo Nation does exercise its right to purchase a portion of the plant's ownership shares, the
working group proposal requires nitrogen oxide emission reductions equivalent to the shutdown of
 one
unit between 2020 and 2030. The owners would have to submit annual plans beginning in 2020
through the end of the lease describing operating scenarios to achieve greater emission reductions
than the EPA's proposed rule.
Under both scenarios, the owners commit to cease operation of conventional coal-fired generation
 at
NGS no later than Dec. 22, 2044.
While some groups find the technical group's alternative proposal vague, Navajo Nation Director of
Communication Erny Zah said that with a complex situation with many variables, it is difficult to
 come
up with a clear path from one point to another.
"This plan says how we are going to get from A to B and this is how we're going to get there,
eventually, whether this happens or this happens or this happens, this is how we're going to get
 from
A to B," Zah said. "The point is that we have a direction to go with, not so much exactly how we're
going to get there because right now there are too many variables."
He added, "This plan outlines that yes, we are concerned with the integrity of the emissions of this
power plant, this is the state of the ownership of the plant currently and here are the different ways
we plan to continue to get the emissions to come out in a higher degree of cleanliness. At the end of
the day, it is still going to end up with SCR's on the units."
U.S. Sen. Jeff Flake said that he appreciated the Department of Interior's willingness to work with a
diverse group of Arizona stakeholder to identify a solution.
"I look forward to learning more about the best elements of the best available retrofit technology
alternative, including those troubling aspects of the proposal that appear unrelated to EPA's regional
haze rulemaking," Flake said. "My hope is that we can find a productive path forward that protects
the many Arizonans who rely on NGS."
 


Thanks,


- - Niloufar
_____________________________________________
Niloufar Nazmi Glosson
U. S. Environmental Protection Agency 







D: (415)972-3684| C: 415-328-1143| E: Glosson.niloufar@epa.gov
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From: McKaughan, Colleen
To: Barr Kelly J; Letty_Belin@ios.doi.gov; Palumbo, David
Subject: NGS noticed has published
Date: Friday, August 08, 2014 9:05:00 AM


Hi,
 
The notice has published so I just wanted to make sure you knew that, and could get the word out to
 the TWG.
 
Colleen
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From: W Auberle
To: Jordan, Deborah; McKaughan, Colleen
Subject: NGS teleconference on June 10
Date: Monday, June 10, 2013 2:56:35 PM


Debbie & Colleen,
 
Our multi-party teleconference regarding NGS scheduled for tomorrow at 8:00 AM must be
 postponed.  Sorry for this late notice.  I'll call to discuss following an in-person meeting of the
 TWG on June 13.
 
Bill
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From: Pinal Partnership
To: McKaughan, Colleen
Subject: Navajo Generating Station Panel Discussion
Date: Monday, September 02, 2013 9:56:39 AM


Dear Partners in Progress   
 
Please join SRP, East Valley Partnership, Pinal Partnership and
 other community groups on Tuesday, September 10th for breakfast
 and a special interactive panel session to discuss the recently
 submitted Technical Work Group proposal and the future of NGS. 
 
This breakfast is in addition to the September 13th breakfast meeting with
 Supervisor Smith.
                                                              WE HOPE YOU CAN ATTEND BOTH 
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Register Now!
What Lies Ahead for


The Navajo Generating Station?
Breakfast and Panel Discussion







 - Sponsored by SRP
Tuesday, September 10th - 7:30 AM to 9:00 AM


Panel Moderator; Cary Pfeffer


Panel members:
Mike Hummel; NGS owners
Marie Pearthree; CAWCD
Linus Everling; GRIC
Stephen Etsitty; Navajo


 Nation
(invited)
Grant Ward; Irrigation


 Districts
David Palumbo; USBR


 (invited)


Doubletree by Hilton Hotel Phoenix-Tempe (formerly the Fiesta
 Inn & Conference Center)


2100 South Priest Drive, Tempe


The Navajo Generating Station (NGS) is one of the largest and most
 important sources of reliable electricity in the Southwest.  In addition


 to supplying power to customers in Arizona and the southwest
 region, NGS supplies most of the energy used to pump water


 through the Central Arizona Project.  The fate of NGS presents
 significant economic implications for the City of Page, the Navajo


 Nation and Hopi Tribe, as well as power and water customers
 throughout the Southwest.


A Technical Work Group recently submitted an emissions reduction







 proposal that will allow Arizona to benefit from the continued
 operation of NGS, while achieving even greater emission reductions


 than a proposal issued earlier this year by the Environmental
 Protection Agency (EPA).  The Technical Work Group, which


 consists of representatives from Salt River Project, the Central
 Arizona Water Conservation District, the Environmental Defense


 Fund, the Navajo Nation, the Gila River Indian Community, the U.S.
 Department of Interior, and the Western Resource Advocates,


 submitted the proposal to the EPA on July 26th.
 


REGISTER NOW TO GUARANTEE YOUR
 RESERVATIONS


----------------------------------------------
--
         Click here for online registration.


                        Seats are limited.
REGISTRATION MANDATORY


 


-------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------
-----------


There is no cost associated with this event, but event
 attendees must register online so we have an accurate
 attendance list.
  
  


THANK YOU TO OUR PLATINUM MEMBERS:
Ak-Chin Indian Community * ASU Polytechnic * Banner Health
Casa Grande Regional Medical Center * Central Arizona
 Association of Governments * Central Arizona College * Central
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 Arizona Regional Economic Development Foundation * Circle G
 Development * CORE Construction * David Evans and Associates
 * East Valley Partnership Elliott Pollack * El Dorado Holdings *
 EPS Group * Farm Sources International * Global Water
 Resources Harrah's Ak-Chin Casino Resort HilgartWilson * Land
 Advisors Organization * Langley Properties  LeSueur
 Investments * Nathan and Associates * Rose Law Group, pc
 Rural Metro Corporation * Salt River Project * Sun Life Family
 Health Center * Walton International Group
  


Sandie Smith
Pinal Partnership
President and CEO
P. O. Box 904
Florence, Arizona 85132
Sandie@PinalPartnership.com
480-528-9747


Forward this email


This email was sent to mckaughan.colleen@epamail.epa.gov by sandie@pinalpartnership.com |  
Update Profile/Email Address | Instant removal with SafeUnsubscribe™ | Privacy Policy.


Pinal Partnership | P.O. Box 904 | Florence, | AZ | 85132
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From: Lyons, Ann
To: Lee, Anita
Cc: McKaughan, Colleen; Spiegelman, Nina; Glosson, Niloufar
Subject: No idea why Inside EPA put this in today, but FYI.
Date: Monday, November 03, 2014 2:01:48 PM


Suits Over Haze Plan Test Stringency Of Utility Emissions Control Mandate


Posted: November 03, 2014
Environmentalists and Native American groups are suing EPA over its final
 regional haze reduction air plan for a coal-fired utility whose emissions
 affect several western states, arguing that the agency has set a negative
 precedent by requiring air controls that the advocates argue fail to meet
 stringent Clean Air Act requirements.
Still, several sources note that the federal implementation plan (FIP)
 pollution control measure that EPA wrote for the Navajo Generating Station
 (NGS) may be unique because the facility is located on tribal land for which
 the agency has oversight. Only a handful of other power plants are similarly
 located and could be affected by the outcome of the suits filed in the U.S.
 Court of Appeals for the 9th Circuit, though sources also note NGS emits
 significant pollution.
EPA in February 2013 proposed a FIP that would have required NGS to
 install selective catalytic reduction (SCR) technology on all three units of
 the facility to meet a nitrogen oxides (NOx) emission limit of 0.055 pounds
 per British thermal unit (lb/MMBtu) by 2018, in order to meet air law best
 available control technology (BART) requirements.
The agency then issued an Aug. 8 rule finalizing a FIP with a "better than
 BART" alternative first floated by a technical working group in July 2013.
 Under the alternative, NGS would have to limit its emissions of haze-
forming NOx by establishing a long-term facility-wide cap on NOx from 2009
 to 2044 and would require the implementation of one of several alternative
 operating scenarios to ensure the cap is met.
To meet requirements under the Clean Air Act to restore natural air quality
 in U.S. national parks and wilderness areas, EPA requires BART on
 stationary sources that produce NOx emissions.
Under the Tribal Authority Rule, EPA must issue a FIP to regulate NOx
 emission limits from coal-fired plants with a total generating capacity in
 excess of 750 megawatt (MW) located on tribal lands consistent with
 agency guidelines when a tribe has not submitted or EPA has not approved
 a tribal implementation plan.
NGS, which consists of three 750 MW coal-fired electric utility generating
 units with a total capacity of 2,250 MW, is co-owned by the U.S. Bureau of
 Reclamation, the Salt River Project, the Los Angeles Department of Water
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 and Power, Arizona Public Service, and utilities NV Energy and Tuscon
 Electric Power.
NGS serves the Central Arizona Project -- a 336-mile distribution system
 that delivers about 1.5 million acre-feet per year of Colorado River water
 from Lake Havasu in western Arizona to non-Native American agricultural
 water users in Central Arizona, Native American tribes in Arizona and
 municipal water users in several Arizona counties.
Generally, the alternative operating scenarios would require NGS to close
 one unit and to set a NOx emission limit of 0.07 lb/MMBtu with the
 installation of SCR on the other two units beginning in 2030.
The technical working group is composed of participants from the
 Department of Interior, the Salt River Project, the Central Arizona
 Conservation District, the Environmental Defense Fund, the Gila River
 Indian Community, the Navajo Nation, and the Western Resource
 Advocates, according to the agency's final rule.
Haze Litigation
An environmental attorney familiar with the haze cases says the technical
 working group's proposal that EPA finalized is "unusual" in that it "could go
 any number of directions over 30 years," noting that when EPA "backs
 away" from BART, it usually has a plan in place for weaker technology or
 for the plant to shut down by certain dates.
"I think [it's] focused on NGS. And the unique situation where [you] have
 [the] federal government that is owner-operator here," says counsel for the
 Native American groups.
A source with WildEarth Guardians does not think the suits will have
 implications for other regional haze cases, but says NGS is a "big enough
 monster in and of itself," given the politics "intertwined with it."
The legal challenges over the FIP filed Oct. 2 and 7 in the 9th Circuit argue
 that the FIP is too weak.
Native American environmental groups To' Nizhoni Ani, Black Mesa Water
 Coalition and Din Citizens Against Ruling the Environment say in a fact
 sheet that NGS is a "massive" source of NOx, which contributes to regional
 haze and health problems for people near NGS. The BART alternative that
 EPA approved "fails to comply with the Clean Air Act and will delay cleanup
 of regional haze," the groups say
Furthermore, the fact sheet claims that EPA is applying a double standard in
 the final rule for the utility because it has required the operators of privately
 owned power plants to comply with NOx emission limits no later than five
 years from the date of the final ruling of previous BART determinations.
"We've alleged that EPA [is] applying [a] double standard here," according
 to counsel for the Native American groups, who said the time frame for
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 compliance is another "big issue" in the suit.
Press releases also issued Oct. 7 by both the Native American groups and
 the environmental groups that are suing say that EPA has agreed to let
 NGS pollute "for at least another three decades," and that "EPA contends it
 can water down the Clean Air Act requirements" because NGS is located
 on Navajo Nation lands.
The environmental groups suing over the FIP -- including the National Parks
 Conservation Association, Sierra Club, Grand Canyon Trust and the
 Natural Resources Defense Council -- say EPA's alternative to requiring
 BART "will not adequately reduce haze pollution in affected Class 1 areas
 and that does not comply with the Clean Air Act haze requirements,"
 according to a mediation questionnaire filed by the groups Oct. 13.
EPA "went off the rails" says the environmental attorney familiar with the
 case, when the technical working group proposed the BART alternative in
 2013. It is "hard to tell what it's going to do," the attorney says, adding, it
 "doesn't in all respects comply with [the] basic requirements of [the] Clean
 Air Act."
This is one of the most "impacting" plants, says another environmental
 attorney, adding that NGS is "one of [the] biggest, dirtiest. For those
 reasons [it] earns [a] special status."
The haze FIP that EPA approved "has promise" with regard to bringing a
 unit offline and renewable energy development, according to the second
 environmental attorney, but the plan "delays resolution of what happens
 with emissions of [the] facility" given the concerns about the compliance
 timeline.
Utility Emissions
The second environmental attorney also says the "distinguishing" factor in
 these cases is that NGS is on "native land." Aside from NGS, there are two
 other coal-fired power plants on tribal land: Bonanza Power Plant in Utah
 and Four Corners Power Plant in New Mexico, according to EPA. There
 should be a "heightened need for more expeditious treatment of [the]
 plant's pollution and resolve for its future because of [a] very long history of
 gross injustice," the attorney says, adding there are "a lot of political
 complexities" underpinning worry about NGS.
An EPA spokeswoman in an email says the agency will review and respond
 to the lawsuits. However, in the agency's final rule, EPA defends the BART
 alternative, saying it "will achieve greater NOx emission reductions at lower
 cost than BART in exchange for flexibility in the time frame for achieving
 NOx reductions. When fully implemented, this Final Rule requires over an
 80 percent reduction in NOx emissions from NGS and is expected to
 significantly reduce the impact of NGS on visibility at 11 mandatory Class 1







 Federal areas."
The petitioners also conveyed their concerns about the FIP to EPA during
 the public comment period on the proposed version of the FIP. EPA in its
 response to comments in the final rule said the FIP "will not have
 disproportionately high and adverse human health or environmental effects
 on minority or low-income populations because they increase the level of
 environmental protection for all affected populations."
Furthermore, EPA downplayed advocates' concern regarding the time frame
 for compliance under the agency's framework for the BART alternative.
 EPA said that between 2009 and 2044, the plan will result in reductions of
 additional pollutants that affect visibility or human health and "will provide
 an enforceable mechanism to ensure that NGS ceases conventional coal-
fired electricity generation at NGS by the end of 2044." -- Lea Radick
 (lradick@iwpnews.com)
Related News: Air
 
 
Ann Lyons
Office of Regional Counsel
U.S.E.P.A.
75 Hawthorne Steet
San Francisco, CA  94107
415-972-3883
lyons.ann@epa.gov
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From: Glosson, Niloufar
To: McKaughan, Colleen; Lee, Anita; Jordan, Deborah
Cc: Zito, Kelly; Keener, Bill; Harris-Bishop, Rusty; Maier, Brent; Millett, John
Subject: Power-plant compromise is good news for Arizona -
Date: Monday, August 19, 2013 9:09:54 AM


Power-plant compromise is good news for Arizona- Energy chiefs: Navajo
 Generating deal delays big costs


http://www.azcentral.com/opinions/articles/20130816arizona-power-plant-compromise-good-
news.html


By John Sullivan, David Modeer
Our TurnSun Aug 18, 2013 5:52 PM
With much at stake for Arizona, a group of very different interests recently gathered to best
 determine how to provide certainty for our energy future while balancing the environmental
 impacts on national parks in the Southwest — in particular the Grand Canyon.


At the heart of the issue they faced stands the Navajo Generating Station, a large coal-fired power
 plant located on the Navajo Reservation just outside of Page that not only generates electricity for
 millions of people but also provides the energy the Central Arizona Project needs to bring water
 from the Colorado River to the people of southern and central Arizona.


Faced with an Environmental Protection Agency proposal to install additional emission-control
 equipment to the NGS at a cost of up to more than $1 billion, Salt River Project and other owners
 of the plant as well as CAP accepted an invitation from the EPA to investigate other Best
 Available Retrofit Technology alternatives for the NGS.


Together with the Environmental Defense Fund, U.S. Department of the Interior, the Navajo
 Nation, the Gila River Indian Community and Western Resource Advocates, a technical working
 group was formed and a compromise was reached that both preserves air quality at our state’s
 national parks and protects the interests of Arizona’s citizens who rely on the plant for low-cost
 and reliable energy.


Depending on how ownership of the plant is resolved, the proposal calls for the plant to shut down
 one of its three units in 2020 or reduce emissions by an equivalent amount between 2020 and
 2030 — a significant decrease either way.


Importantly, the agreement also delays the costs associated with implementing costly additional
 environmental controls at the plant until 2030. That’s good news for electricity consumers and
 also a great benefit to CAP water customers.


This timing will allow CAP to lower the costs for all of its customers and stakeholders through
 extended financing. Additionally, the costs for agricultural customers whose use of CAP water is
 projected to diminish considerably by 2030. And finally, at no cost to CAP, the Bureau of
 Reclamation has committed to work with affected Indian tribes in the coming years to address
 concerns about the impacts of the proposed changes to NGS. In particular, Reclamation has
 agreed to seek options for mitigating costs for CAP water that tribes might expect to occur.


In a desert region, there is little argument as to the benefits of reliable electricity and abundant,
 low-cost water.


Conversely, there is little debate as to the value of our national parks, including the Grand
 Canyon.
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The EPA must still review the proposal to determine whether it meets its criteria. If so, the agency
 will provide for a public notice and host meetings to gather public input.


In the meantime, the technical working group agreement demonstrates that diverse interests can
 come together and reach a compromise that benefits all citizens of Arizona.


John Sullivan is chief resource planning executive at Salt River Project. David Modeer is
 general manager of the Central Arizona Project.
http://www.azcentral.com/opinions/articles/20130816arizona-power-plant-compromise-good-
news.html
 


Thanks,


- - Niloufar
_____________________________________________
Niloufar Nazmi Glosson
U. S. Environmental Protection Agency 
D: (415)972-3684| C: 415-328-1143| E: Glosson.niloufar@epa.gov
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From: Susanne Cotty
To: Lee, Anita; R9ngsbart
Cc: McKaughan, Colleen; "Robert Bulechek"
Subject: Questions regarding NGS
Date: Monday, December 02, 2013 10:37:09 AM


Dear Anita,


I attended the open house/public hearing held in Tucson and Nov. 15th and found it very information
 and enjoyed the opportunity to speak with EPA staff regarding NGS proposals and diverse issues.
 
The Tucson/Pima County Metropolitan Energy Commission (MEC), of which I am a member and
 Secretary,  is considering submitting a letter to the Tucson Mayor and Council and the County Board
 of Supervisors in support of one of the options regarding NOx emission reductions at the Navajo
 Generating Station.
 
A few questions arose at the last MEC meeting during our initial discussion of the 3 proposals:


·         Will the amount of coal burned for electricity generation (i.e. CO2 production) differ under
 the 3 options? (I know Unit 1 would close in 2019 under the TWG proposal- thus lowering
 coal use but what about the other 2 options?)


·         Provided there are  differences in coal use among options 1 and 2,  what would be the
 differences between the 3 options for short-term (e.g. 10 years)  and long term (20-30
 years) in coal use/CO2 emissions?


·         What is the 5-year deadline for reaching NOx emission limits in the 1st proposal based on ?
 (conditions/equipment at NGS, the Clean Air Act or other factors?)


 
Also, are those displays shown at the open house on available for viewing or in a PowerPoint
 format? They were very helpful in illustrating the differences between the various proposals.
 
Best wishes,
 
 
Susanne T. Cotty
 
Senior Air Quality Planner
 
Pima Association of Governments
Sustainable Environment Program
177 N. Church Ave., Suite 405
1 East Broadway, Suite 401 (New location Jan. 2014)
Tucson, AZ 85701
 
(520) 792-1093
 
 'Like PimaCleanAir' on Facebook
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From: Kevin Dahl
To: McKaughan, Colleen
Subject: RE: Navajo Generating Station – Supplement to Proposed BART Federal Implementation Plan
Date: Wednesday, September 25, 2013 3:45:17 PM


Yes.  I am doodlepolling (is that a word?) the NPCA & Sierra Club folks to see which of the times
 you suggested might work (I am optimistic!).  -K
 
From: McKaughan, Colleen [mailto:McKaughan.Colleen@epa.gov] 
Sent: Wednesday, September 25, 2013 3:44 PM
To: Kevin Dahl
Subject: RE: Navajo Generating Station – Supplement to Proposed BART Federal Implementation Plan
 
We will work on arranging a time to talk.
 
From: Kevin Dahl [mailto:kdahl@npca.org] 
Sent: Wednesday, September 25, 2013 3:41 PM
To: McKaughan, Colleen
Subject: RE: Navajo Generating Station – Supplement to Proposed BART Federal
 Implementation Plan
 
Thanks!
 
From: McKaughan, Colleen [mailto:McKaughan.Colleen@epa.gov] 
Sent: Wednesday, September 25, 2013 3:40 PM
To: Kevin Dahl; Stephanie Kodish; Sandy Bahr
Subject: Navajo Generating Station – Supplement to Proposed BART Federal Implementation
 Plan
Importance: High
 
 
 
Dear Kevin, Stephanie, and Sandy,
 
Today, Regional Administrator Jared Blumenfeld signed a supplemental notice proposing the
 BART alternative, submitted on July 26th by the Technical Work Group, as a “better than
 BART” alternative. EPA’s independent analysis of the TWG Alternative indicates that it
 meets the requirements of the CAA and the RHR. EPA is proposing to determine that the
 TWG alternative is “better than BART” because maintaining emissions below the 2009-2044
 NOX Cap achieves greater reasonable progress than BART towards the national visibility
 goal. EPA is continuing to take comment on our February 5, 2013 proposal as well as on this
 new TWG alternative through January 6, 2014.
 
I am attaching a fact sheet and a prepublication version of the notice. Shortly you will be able
 to view this and other pertinent information at: http://www.epa.gov/region9/air/navajo/
 
If you have any questions, please do not hesitate to call me at (520) 498-0118.  Please feel free
 to share with others who may be interested.
Colleen W. McKaughan
Associate Director, Air Division
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USEPA, Region 9
520-498-0118
mckaughan.colleen@epa.gov
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From: McKaughan, Colleen
To: Kevin Dahl
Subject: RE: Navajo Generating Station – Supplement to Proposed BART Federal Implementation Plan
Date: Wednesday, September 25, 2013 3:45:00 PM


We will work on arranging a time to talk.
 


From: Kevin Dahl [mailto:kdahl@npca.org] 
Sent: Wednesday, September 25, 2013 3:41 PM
To: McKaughan, Colleen
Subject: RE: Navajo Generating Station – Supplement to Proposed BART Federal Implementation Plan
 
Thanks!
 
From: McKaughan, Colleen [mailto:McKaughan.Colleen@epa.gov] 
Sent: Wednesday, September 25, 2013 3:40 PM
To: Kevin Dahl; Stephanie Kodish; Sandy Bahr
Subject: Navajo Generating Station – Supplement to Proposed BART Federal Implementation Plan
Importance: High
 
 
 
Dear Kevin, Stephanie, and Sandy,
 
Today, Regional Administrator Jared Blumenfeld signed a supplemental notice proposing the
 BART alternative, submitted on July 26th by the Technical Work Group, as a “better than
 BART” alternative. EPA’s independent analysis of the TWG Alternative indicates that it
 meets the requirements of the CAA and the RHR. EPA is proposing to determine that the
 TWG alternative is “better than BART” because maintaining emissions below the 2009-2044
 NOX Cap achieves greater reasonable progress than BART towards the national visibility
 goal. EPA is continuing to take comment on our February 5, 2013 proposal as well as on this
 new TWG alternative through January 6, 2014.
 
I am attaching a fact sheet and a prepublication version of the notice. Shortly you will be able
 to view this and other pertinent information at: http://www.epa.gov/region9/air/navajo/
 
If you have any questions, please do not hesitate to call me at (520) 498-0118.  Please feel free
 to share with others who may be interested.
Colleen W. McKaughan
Associate Director, Air Division
USEPA, Region 9
520-498-0118
mckaughan.colleen@epa.gov
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From: Kevin Dahl
To: McKaughan, Colleen
Subject: RE: Navajo Generating Station – Supplement to Proposed BART Federal Implementation Plan
Date: Wednesday, September 25, 2013 3:41:31 PM


Thanks!
 
From: McKaughan, Colleen [mailto:McKaughan.Colleen@epa.gov] 
Sent: Wednesday, September 25, 2013 3:40 PM
To: Kevin Dahl; Stephanie Kodish; Sandy Bahr
Subject: Navajo Generating Station – Supplement to Proposed BART Federal Implementation Plan
Importance: High
 
 
 
Dear Kevin, Stephanie, and Sandy,
 
Today, Regional Administrator Jared Blumenfeld signed a supplemental notice proposing the
 BART alternative, submitted on July 26th by the Technical Work Group, as a “better than
 BART” alternative. EPA’s independent analysis of the TWG Alternative indicates that it
 meets the requirements of the CAA and the RHR. EPA is proposing to determine that the
 TWG alternative is “better than BART” because maintaining emissions below the 2009-2044
 NOX Cap achieves greater reasonable progress than BART towards the national visibility
 goal. EPA is continuing to take comment on our February 5, 2013 proposal as well as on this
 new TWG alternative through January 6, 2014.
 
I am attaching a fact sheet and a prepublication version of the notice. Shortly you will be able
 to view this and other pertinent information at: http://www.epa.gov/region9/air/navajo/
 
If you have any questions, please do not hesitate to call me at (520) 498-0118.  Please feel free
 to share with others who may be interested.
Colleen W. McKaughan
Associate Director, Air Division
USEPA, Region 9
520-498-0118
mckaughan.colleen@epa.gov
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From: Stephanie Kodish
To: McKaughan, Colleen; Kevin Dahl; Sandy Bahr
Subject: RE: Navajo Generating Station – Supplement to Proposed BART Federal Implementation Plan
Date: Wednesday, September 25, 2013 6:03:16 PM


Thanks for your email Colleen.
 


From: McKaughan, Colleen [mailto:McKaughan.Colleen@epa.gov] 
Sent: Wednesday, September 25, 2013 6:40 PM
To: Kevin Dahl; Stephanie Kodish; Sandy Bahr
Subject: Navajo Generating Station – Supplement to Proposed BART Federal Implementation Plan
Importance: High
 
 
 
Dear Kevin, Stephanie, and Sandy,
 
Today, Regional Administrator Jared Blumenfeld signed a supplemental notice proposing the
 BART alternative, submitted on July 26th by the Technical Work Group, as a “better than
 BART” alternative. EPA’s independent analysis of the TWG Alternative indicates that it
 meets the requirements of the CAA and the RHR. EPA is proposing to determine that the
 TWG alternative is “better than BART” because maintaining emissions below the 2009-2044
 NOX Cap achieves greater reasonable progress than BART towards the national visibility
 goal. EPA is continuing to take comment on our February 5, 2013 proposal as well as on this
 new TWG alternative through January 6, 2014.
 
I am attaching a fact sheet and a prepublication version of the notice. Shortly you will be able
 to view this and other pertinent information at: http://www.epa.gov/region9/air/navajo/
 
If you have any questions, please do not hesitate to call me at (520) 498-0118.  Please feel free
 to share with others who may be interested.
Colleen W. McKaughan
Associate Director, Air Division
USEPA, Region 9
520-498-0118
mckaughan.colleen@epa.gov
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From: Harris-Bishop, Rusty
To: McKaughan, Colleen; Glosson, Niloufar; Lee, Anita
Subject: RE: Any word on NGS from TWG?
Date: Friday, July 26, 2013 4:04:59 PM


I only saw the DOI press release that I sent out to folks this afternoon.
 
 


From: McKaughan, Colleen 
Sent: Friday, July 26, 2013 4:04 PM
To: Harris-Bishop, Rusty; Glosson, Niloufar; Lee, Anita
Subject: RE: Any word on NGS from TWG?
 
We got the official submittal, but I never saw their press release. Anita is posting the submittal to the
 docket.
 


From: Harris-Bishop, Rusty 
Sent: Friday, July 26, 2013 2:22 PM
To: Glosson, Niloufar; Lee, Anita; McKaughan, Colleen
Subject: Any word on NGS from TWG?
 
Just wondering . . . .
 
~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~
Rusty Harris-Bishop
EPA Region 9 Superfund/Office of Public Affairs
Project Manager/Communications Coordinator/Press Officer
415.972.3140
415.694.8840 (cell)
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From: McKaughan, Colleen
To: Harris-Bishop, Rusty; Glosson, Niloufar; Lee, Anita
Subject: RE: Any word on NGS from TWG?
Date: Friday, July 26, 2013 4:04:00 PM


We got the official submittal, but I never saw their press release. Anita is posting the submittal to the
 docket.
 


From: Harris-Bishop, Rusty 
Sent: Friday, July 26, 2013 2:22 PM
To: Glosson, Niloufar; Lee, Anita; McKaughan, Colleen
Subject: Any word on NGS from TWG?
 
Just wondering . . . .
 
~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~
Rusty Harris-Bishop
EPA Region 9 Superfund/Office of Public Affairs
Project Manager/Communications Coordinator/Press Officer
415.972.3140
415.694.8840 (cell)
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From: Harris-Bishop, Rusty
To: McKaughan, Colleen; Glosson, Niloufar; Lee, Anita
Cc: Zito, Kelly; Keener, Bill
Subject: RE: Any word on NGS from TWG?
Date: Friday, July 26, 2013 4:07:25 PM


Looks like it was the same as DOI’s press release.  I got this from the CAP website.
 
FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE:


Historic Agreement Reached to Significantly Reduce Emissions from Navajo Generating Station and Provide
 Greater Certainty for Arizona Water and Power Customers


Contacts: Bob Barrett, CAWCD 623-869-2135, Vickie Patton, EDF 720-837-6239, Linus Everling, GRIC 520-562-9763,
 Stephen Etsitty, Navajo Nation 505-870-6595, Patty Garcia-Likens, SRP 602-236-2500, Jessica Kershaw, DOI 202-208-
6416, John Nielsen, Western Resource Advocates 303-885-8099


Interior Department commits to reduce carbon dioxide emissions and study opportunities to transition the Federal
 Share of NGS over time 


A Technical Work Group (TWG), established to identify emission reduction alternatives for the Navajo Generating Station,
 has reached agreement on a proposal that will achieve even greater nitrogen oxide (NOx) emission reductions than a
 proposal from the Environmental Protection Agency. The proposal will allow the continued operation of NGS, and includes
 commitments by the U.S. Department of Interior to reduce carbon dioxide emissions and study opportunities to transition the
 Federal share of NGS over time.


The TWG consists of representatives from the Central Arizona Water Conservation District, the Environmental Defense
 Fund, the Gila River Indian Community, the Navajo Nation, Salt River Project (on behalf of itself and the other NGS owners),
 the U.S. Department of the Interior, and Western Resource Advocates.


The EPA issued a Best Available Retrofit Technology (BART) proposal for Navajo Generating Station in February of this
 year. EPA’s proposal would require the NGS owners to install Selective Catalytic Reduction (SCR) technology on all three
 units by 2018. However, EPA also proposed an alternative that acknowledges the owners’ voluntary early installation of low-
NOx burners at NGS in exchange for an extended schedule requiring installation of SCR on one unit per year between 2021
 and 2023. 


In recognition of the importance of NGS and the unique circumstances surrounding the plant, EPA also invited the submittal
 of alternative proposals that would achieve the same or greater emissions reductions as EPA’s proposal. In response to
 EPA’s invitation, the TWG worked to address the concerns of many diverse parties with an interest in the future of the plant
 in a manner that reflects both current and future economic and environmental considerations and developed a “better-than-
BART” alternative that achieves overall greater emission reductions. The TWG proposal will be submitted to EPA for review
 and issuance as a supplemental proposal. EPA's process includes numerous opportunities for public comment. 


Under the terms of the TWG agreement announced today, one 750 MW unit at the power plant would be shut down by
 January 1, 2020 and SCR would be installed on the remaining units by 2030 – if the Los Angeles Department of Water &
 Power (LADWP) and NV Energy exit NGS as expected by 2019, and if the Navajo Nation chooses not to exercise an option
 to purchase a portion of the plant’s ownership shares. Together, LADWP and NV Energy own the equivalent of almost
 exactly one unit at NGS.


If the ownership situation plays out differently, today’s agreement would require NOx reductions equivalent to the shutdown
 of one unit between 2020 and 2030. The owners would have to submit annual plans to EPA beginning in 2020 through the
 end of 2044 describing the measures to be implemented to achieve greater emission reductions than EPA’s proposed rule
 through a combination of retirement in capacity or curtailment in utilization at the plant and new emission controls.


Under both scenarios, the current NGS owners are committed to cease operation of all conventional coal-fired generation at
 NGS no later than Dec. 22, 2044.


“Given the challenges associated with the timelines specified in the proposed rule, the development of an alternative
 proposal was essential”, said Mike Hummel, chief power system executive at SRP. “The TWG proposal provides a path for
 the future operation of NGS that incorporates potential ownership changes and provides a much needed extension to the
 schedule for installing SCR at NGS. As such, SRP strongly believes that the TWG proposal is the best path forward for its
 customers and for the state of Arizona.”
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The TWG agreement also includes a commitment by the non-Federal NGS owners to establish a $5 million Local Benefit
 Fund for community improvement projects within 100 miles of NGS or the Kayenta Mine, the plant’s coal supplier.


“NGS and Kayenta Mine provide over 1,000 private sector jobs and support thousands of public sector jobs in the Navajo
 Nation government,” said Ben Shelly, President of the Navajo Nation. “Therefore, maintaining all units of NGS at maximum
 efficiency for as long as possible and complying with USEPA's regional haze regulations are the Nation’s goals. NGS is
 important to the Navajo Nation because current and future payments generated by NGS directly benefit the Nation, and will
 assist with a long-term transition to a diverse energy portfolio. The Nation has never accepted the prospect of shutting down
 one unit at NGS, however, in response to the current USEPA proposed rule, this Reasonable Progress Alternative is a
 reasonable compromise by all parties. While this compromise may negatively impact the Nation’s overall economy, it is
 better than the potential for a complete shutdown of NGS in 2019, or before the end of the 25-year lease extension period in
 2044. The Nation will continue to consult with U.S. EPA on the proposed rule before USEPA makes its final decision.”


The agreement also includes a variety of commitments from the Interior Department that are separate from the “better than
 BART” alternative. These include promoting development of clean energy, with an emphasis on Indian Tribes affected by
 NGS, conducting studies to identify options for replacing the federal share of energy from NGS with low-carbon dioxide
 emitting energy, and a commitment to reduce the CO2associated with the energy used to pump Central Arizona Project


 water by 3 percent annually for a total of 11.3 million metric tons (approximately 12.5 million U.S. tons) to be achieved no
 later than December 31, 2035. Interior’s commitment will be administered through an innovative credit-based CO2 tracking


 and accounting program that assures the reductions are accurately measured and genuine. The Interior Department’s clean
 energy commitment includes facilitating energy projects and other energy related initiatives associated with 26,975,000
 MWh from zero-carbon to low-carbon emitting energy sources.


“This plan provides a roadmap to cleaner air, climate progress and a stronger clean energy economy,” said Vickie Patton
 General Counsel at Environmental Defense Fund. “We had to work through some difficult issues but together we were able
 to develop an approach that provides for cleaner air at the Grand Canyon and surrounding communities, that begins a cost-
effective clean energy transition at the Navajo Generating Station, and that provides for crucial clean energy economic
 development for the Navajo Nation, Hopi Tribe and Gila River Indian Community.” 


John Nielsen, Energy Program Director for Western Resource Advocates, said "Reaching this Agreement was a challenging,
 but rewarding, process. The Agreement balances complex and diverse issues and interests. The environmental benefits of
 this Agreement are significant, and the progress toward addressing climate change is of utmost importance."


The agreement also includes a commitment by the United States to take actions that would mitigate the effects of the BART
 proceeding and other developments on the rising costs of CAP water for Arizona Indian tribes with CAP water contracts, in
 addition to providing at least $100 million in new funding for CAP water costs of Arizona tribes beginning in 2020 without
 requiring additional congressional authorization.


“The fate of NGS is of critical importance to Central Arizona Project,” said CAP Board President Pam Pickard. “More than 90
 percent of the power we use to deliver Colorado River water to central and southern Arizona comes from the Navajo plant.
 The TWG proposal preserves the viability of NGS and thus provides certainty that CAP can continue to provide reliable and
 affordable water supplies to our customers for many years.” 


The agreement also includes significant commitments by the United States to further new renewable, low-emission power
 projects to benefit Arizona tribes. The United States has also agreed to meet with all Arizona tribes with CAP contracts at
 least once a year in the future to collectively and individually address future ways to keep CAP water costs down. 


“As the single largest user of CAP water in the State, our Community has had a very significant concern from the outset that
 the EPA might require such costly controls for emissions at NGS that our water would simply have become unaffordable to
 us, particularly if NGS would have had to close as a result of the EPA’s actions,” said Governor Gregory Mendoza of the
 Gila River Indian Community. “While much will still need to be done to ensure our water remains affordable for future
 generations of our people and all other CAP tribes in the State, through this agreement the United States has begun a major
 effort to mitigate the effects of rising CAP water costs for the Community and all other Arizona CAP tribes. We look forward
 to working with the United States to ensure that today’s agreement is just the starting point for this effort.”


NGS is a 2250 megawatt coal-fired power plant located just outside of Page on the Navajo Reservation. The plant is
 operated by SRP. The other participants in NGS include the U.S. Bureau of Reclamation, Arizona Public Service Co., Los
 Angeles Department of Water and Power, Tucson Electric Power Co. and NV Energy.
 


From: McKaughan, Colleen 
Sent: Friday, July 26, 2013 4:04 PM
To: Harris-Bishop, Rusty; Glosson, Niloufar; Lee, Anita
Subject: RE: Any word on NGS from TWG?







 
We got the official submittal, but I never saw their press release. Anita is posting the submittal to the
 docket.
 


From: Harris-Bishop, Rusty 
Sent: Friday, July 26, 2013 2:22 PM
To: Glosson, Niloufar; Lee, Anita; McKaughan, Colleen
Subject: Any word on NGS from TWG?
 
Just wondering . . . .
 
~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~
Rusty Harris-Bishop
EPA Region 9 Superfund/Office of Public Affairs
Project Manager/Communications Coordinator/Press Officer
415.972.3140
415.694.8840 (cell)
 








From: McKaughan, Colleen
To: Hauter, Jason
Subject: RE: Are you available tomorrow?
Date: Thursday, December 19, 2013 4:30:00 PM


I will try to get you a response by then.
 


From: Hauter, Jason [mailto:jhauter@AKINGUMP.com] 
Sent: Thursday, December 19, 2013 5:15 PM
To: McKaughan, Colleen
Subject: Re: Are you available tomorrow?
 


1:30 AZ time.


Sent from my BlackBerry 10 smartphone on the Verizon Wireless 4G LTE network.
From: McKaughan, Colleen
Sent: Thursday, December 19, 2013 7:06 PM
To: Hauter, Jason
Subject: RE: Are you available tomorrow?


What time is your call?


From: Hauter, Jason [mailto:jhauter@AKINGUMP.com]
Sent: Thursday, December 19, 2013 4:56 PM
To: McKaughan, Colleen
Subject: Re: Are you available tomorrow?


I have a call later in the day with the TWG team and it would be helpful to get some
 clarification before that call. We are trying to finalize joint comments before the Holidays.
 Even a brief call would helpful.


Sent from my BlackBerry 10 smartphone on the Verizon Wireless 4G LTE network.
From: McKaughan, Colleen
Sent: Thursday, December 19, 2013 6:51 PM
To: Hauter, Jason
Subject: RE: Are you available tomorrow?


Hi, Jason,


Can we push this discussion off to Monday? I am trying to include the other member of the
 NGS team to address all of your concerns.


Colleen


From: Hauter, Jason [mailto:jhauter@AKINGUMP.com]
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Sent: Thursday, December 19, 2013 4:26 PM
To: McKaughan, Colleen
Subject: RE: Are you available tomorrow?


It’s up to you. I just want to get a better understanding about what assurances EPA can make
 that the TWG alternative satisfies both BART and future reasonable progress requirements
 under the CAA. I recall you mentioning that EPA has more flexibility with respect to
 reasonable progress because this was FIP. I just want to make sure I clearly understand EPA’s
 position. Thanks.


From: McKaughan, Colleen [mailto:McKaughan.Colleen@epa.gov]
Sent: Thursday, December 19, 2013 6:00 PM
To: Hauter, Jason
Subject: RE: Are you available tomorrow?


Yes, I am. Do you want our attorney to join as well?


From: Hauter, Jason [mailto:jhauter@AKINGUMP.com]<mailto:
[mailto:jhauter@AKINGUMP.com]>
Sent: Thursday, December 19, 2013 2:36 PM
To: McKaughan, Colleen
Subject: Are you available tomorrow?


Colleen,
I have some follow up questions regarding the recent consultation. Are you available for a call
 tomorrow morning?
Regards,
Jason


Sent from my BlackBerry 10 smartphone on the Verizon Wireless 4G LTE network.


_______________________________________________
IRS Circular 230 Notice Requirement: This communication is not given in the form of a
 covered opinion, within the meaning of Circular 230 issued by the United States Secretary of
 the Treasury. Thus, we are required to inform you that you cannot rely upon any tax advice
 contained in this communication for the purpose of avoiding United States federal tax
 penalties. In addition, any tax advice contained in this communication may not be used to
 promote, market or recommend a transaction to another party.


The information contained in this e-mail message is intended only for the personal and
 confidential use of the recipient(s) named above. If you have received this communication in
 error, please notify us immediately by e-mail, and delete the original message.


_______________________________________________
IRS Circular 230 Notice Requirement: This communication is not given in the form of a
 covered opinion, within the meaning of Circular 230 issued by the United States Secretary of
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 the Treasury. Thus, we are required to inform you that you cannot rely upon any tax advice
 contained in this communication for the purpose of avoiding United States federal tax
 penalties. In addition, any tax advice contained in this communication may not be used to
 promote, market or recommend a transaction to another party.


The information contained in this e-mail message is intended only for the personal and
 confidential use of the recipient(s) named above. If you have received this communication in
 error, please notify us immediately by e-mail, and delete the original message.


_______________________________________________
IRS Circular 230 Notice Requirement: This communication is not given in the form of a
 covered opinion, within the meaning of Circular 230 issued by the United States Secretary of
 the Treasury. Thus, we are required to inform you that you cannot rely upon any tax advice
 contained in this communication for the purpose of avoiding United States federal tax
 penalties. In addition, any tax advice contained in this communication may not be used to
 promote, market or recommend a transaction to another party.


The information contained in this e-mail message is intended only for the personal and
 confidential use of the recipient(s) named above. If you have received this communication in
 error, please notify us immediately by e-mail, and delete the original message.


_______________________________________________ 
IRS Circular 230 Notice Requirement: This communication is not given in the form of
 a covered opinion, within the meaning of Circular 230 issued by the United States
 Secretary of the Treasury. Thus, we are required to inform you that you cannot rely
 upon any tax advice contained in this communication for the purpose of avoiding
 United States federal tax penalties. In addition, any tax advice contained in this
 communication may not be used to promote, market or recommend a transaction to
 another party. 


The information contained in this e-mail message is intended only for the personal
 and confidential use of the recipient(s) named above. If you have received this
 communication in error, please notify us immediately by e-mail, and delete the
 original message.








From: McKaughan, Colleen
To: Hauter, Jason
Subject: RE: Are you available tomorrow?
Date: Thursday, December 19, 2013 4:09:00 PM


What time is your call?
 


From: Hauter, Jason [mailto:jhauter@AKINGUMP.com] 
Sent: Thursday, December 19, 2013 4:56 PM
To: McKaughan, Colleen
Subject: Re: Are you available tomorrow?
 


I have a call later in the day with the TWG team and it would be helpful to get some
 clarification before that call. We are trying to finalize joint comments before the Holidays.
 Even a brief call would helpful.


Sent from my BlackBerry 10 smartphone on the Verizon Wireless 4G LTE network.
From: McKaughan, Colleen
Sent: Thursday, December 19, 2013 6:51 PM
To: Hauter, Jason
Subject: RE: Are you available tomorrow?


Hi, Jason,


Can we push this discussion off to Monday? I am trying to include the other member of the
 NGS team to address all of your concerns.


Colleen


From: Hauter, Jason [mailto:jhauter@AKINGUMP.com]
Sent: Thursday, December 19, 2013 4:26 PM
To: McKaughan, Colleen
Subject: RE: Are you available tomorrow?


It’s up to you. I just want to get a better understanding about what assurances EPA can make
 that the TWG alternative satisfies both BART and future reasonable progress requirements
 under the CAA. I recall you mentioning that EPA has more flexibility with respect to
 reasonable progress because this was FIP. I just want to make sure I clearly understand EPA’s
 position. Thanks.


From: McKaughan, Colleen [mailto:McKaughan.Colleen@epa.gov]
Sent: Thursday, December 19, 2013 6:00 PM
To: Hauter, Jason
Subject: RE: Are you available tomorrow?


Yes, I am. Do you want our attorney to join as well?
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From: Hauter, Jason [mailto:jhauter@AKINGUMP.com]<mailto:
[mailto:jhauter@AKINGUMP.com]>
Sent: Thursday, December 19, 2013 2:36 PM
To: McKaughan, Colleen
Subject: Are you available tomorrow?


Colleen,
I have some follow up questions regarding the recent consultation. Are you available for a call
 tomorrow morning?
Regards,
Jason


Sent from my BlackBerry 10 smartphone on the Verizon Wireless 4G LTE network.


_______________________________________________
IRS Circular 230 Notice Requirement: This communication is not given in the form of a
 covered opinion, within the meaning of Circular 230 issued by the United States Secretary of
 the Treasury. Thus, we are required to inform you that you cannot rely upon any tax advice
 contained in this communication for the purpose of avoiding United States federal tax
 penalties. In addition, any tax advice contained in this communication may not be used to
 promote, market or recommend a transaction to another party.


The information contained in this e-mail message is intended only for the personal and
 confidential use of the recipient(s) named above. If you have received this communication in
 error, please notify us immediately by e-mail, and delete the original message.


_______________________________________________
IRS Circular 230 Notice Requirement: This communication is not given in the form of a
 covered opinion, within the meaning of Circular 230 issued by the United States Secretary of
 the Treasury. Thus, we are required to inform you that you cannot rely upon any tax advice
 contained in this communication for the purpose of avoiding United States federal tax
 penalties. In addition, any tax advice contained in this communication may not be used to
 promote, market or recommend a transaction to another party.


The information contained in this e-mail message is intended only for the personal and
 confidential use of the recipient(s) named above. If you have received this communication in
 error, please notify us immediately by e-mail, and delete the original message.


_______________________________________________ 
IRS Circular 230 Notice Requirement: This communication is not given in the form of
 a covered opinion, within the meaning of Circular 230 issued by the United States
 Secretary of the Treasury. Thus, we are required to inform you that you cannot rely
 upon any tax advice contained in this communication for the purpose of avoiding
 United States federal tax penalties. In addition, any tax advice contained in this
 communication may not be used to promote, market or recommend a transaction to
 another party. 


The information contained in this e-mail message is intended only for the personal
 and confidential use of the recipient(s) named above. If you have received this
 communication in error, please notify us immediately by e-mail, and delete the
 original message.
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From: McKaughan, Colleen
To: Hauter, Jason
Subject: RE: Are you available tomorrow?
Date: Thursday, December 19, 2013 3:55:00 PM


Hi, Jason,
 
Can we push this discussion off to Monday?  I am trying to include the other member of the NGS
 team to address all of your concerns.
 
Colleen
 


From: Hauter, Jason [mailto:jhauter@AKINGUMP.com] 
Sent: Thursday, December 19, 2013 4:26 PM
To: McKaughan, Colleen
Subject: RE: Are you available tomorrow?
 
 


It’s up to you.  I just want to get a better understanding about what assurances EPA can make that
 the TWG alternative satisfies both BART and future reasonable progress requirements under the
 CAA.  I recall you mentioning that EPA has more flexibility with respect to reasonable progress
 because this was FIP.  I just want to make sure I clearly understand EPA’s position.  Thanks. 
 


From: McKaughan, Colleen [mailto:McKaughan.Colleen@epa.gov] 
Sent: Thursday, December 19, 2013 6:00 PM
To: Hauter, Jason
Subject: RE: Are you available tomorrow?
 
Yes, I am. Do you want our attorney to join as well?
 


From: Hauter, Jason [mailto:jhauter@AKINGUMP.com] 
Sent: Thursday, December 19, 2013 2:36 PM
To: McKaughan, Colleen
Subject: Are you available tomorrow?
 


Colleen,
I have some follow up questions regarding the recent consultation. Are you available for a call
 tomorrow morning?
Regards,
Jason


Sent from my BlackBerry 10 smartphone on the Verizon Wireless 4G LTE network.


_______________________________________________ 
IRS Circular 230 Notice Requirement: This communication is not given in the form of
 a covered opinion, within the meaning of Circular 230 issued by the United States
 Secretary of the Treasury. Thus, we are required to inform you that you cannot rely
 upon any tax advice contained in this communication for the purpose of avoiding
 United States federal tax penalties. In addition, any tax advice contained in this
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 communication may not be used to promote, market or recommend a transaction to
 another party. 


The information contained in this e-mail message is intended only for the personal
 and confidential use of the recipient(s) named above. If you have received this
 communication in error, please notify us immediately by e-mail, and delete the
 original message.


_______________________________________________ 
IRS Circular 230 Notice Requirement: This communication is not given in the form of
 a covered opinion, within the meaning of Circular 230 issued by the United States
 Secretary of the Treasury. Thus, we are required to inform you that you cannot rely
 upon any tax advice contained in this communication for the purpose of avoiding
 United States federal tax penalties. In addition, any tax advice contained in this
 communication may not be used to promote, market or recommend a transaction to
 another party. 


The information contained in this e-mail message is intended only for the personal
 and confidential use of the recipient(s) named above. If you have received this
 communication in error, please notify us immediately by e-mail, and delete the
 original message.








From: McKaughan, Colleen
To: Hauter, Jason
Subject: RE: Are you available tomorrow?
Date: Friday, December 20, 2013 10:24:00 AM


Where can I reach you? Or you can call my mobile at .
 


From: Hauter, Jason [mailto:jhauter@AKINGUMP.com] 
Sent: Thursday, December 19, 2013 5:32 PM
To: McKaughan, Colleen
Subject: Re: Are you available tomorrow?
 


Ok. Thanks Colleen..


Sent from my BlackBerry 10 smartphone on the Verizon Wireless 4G LTE network.
From: McKaughan, Colleen
Sent: Thursday, December 19, 2013 7:30 PM
To: Hauter, Jason
Subject: RE: Are you available tomorrow?


I will try to get you a response by then.


From: Hauter, Jason [mailto:jhauter@AKINGUMP.com]
Sent: Thursday, December 19, 2013 5:15 PM
To: McKaughan, Colleen
Subject: Re: Are you available tomorrow?


1:30 AZ time.


Sent from my BlackBerry 10 smartphone on the Verizon Wireless 4G LTE network.
From: McKaughan, Colleen
Sent: Thursday, December 19, 2013 7:06 PM
To: Hauter, Jason
Subject: RE: Are you available tomorrow?


What time is your call?


From: Hauter, Jason [mailto:jhauter@AKINGUMP.com]
Sent: Thursday, December 19, 2013 4:56 PM
To: McKaughan, Colleen
Subject: Re: Are you available tomorrow?


I have a call later in the day with the TWG team and it would be helpful to get some
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 clarification before that call. We are trying to finalize joint comments before the Holidays.
 Even a brief call would helpful.


Sent from my BlackBerry 10 smartphone on the Verizon Wireless 4G LTE network.
From: McKaughan, Colleen
Sent: Thursday, December 19, 2013 6:51 PM
To: Hauter, Jason
Subject: RE: Are you available tomorrow?


Hi, Jason,


Can we push this discussion off to Monday? I am trying to include the other member of the
 NGS team to address all of your concerns.


Colleen


From: Hauter, Jason [mailto:jhauter@AKINGUMP.com]
Sent: Thursday, December 19, 2013 4:26 PM
To: McKaughan, Colleen
Subject: RE: Are you available tomorrow?


It’s up to you. I just want to get a better understanding about what assurances EPA can make
 that the TWG alternative satisfies both BART and future reasonable progress requirements
 under the CAA. I recall you mentioning that EPA has more flexibility with respect to
 reasonable progress because this was FIP. I just want to make sure I clearly understand EPA’s
 position. Thanks.


From: McKaughan, Colleen [mailto:McKaughan.Colleen@epa.gov]
Sent: Thursday, December 19, 2013 6:00 PM
To: Hauter, Jason
Subject: RE: Are you available tomorrow?


Yes, I am. Do you want our attorney to join as well?


From: Hauter, Jason [mailto:jhauter@AKINGUMP.com]<mailto:
[mailto:jhauter@AKINGUMP.com]>
Sent: Thursday, December 19, 2013 2:36 PM
To: McKaughan, Colleen
Subject: Are you available tomorrow?


Colleen,
I have some follow up questions regarding the recent consultation. Are you available for a call
 tomorrow morning?
Regards,
Jason



mailto:jhauter@AKINGUMP.com

mailto:McKaughan.Colleen@epa.gov

mailto:jhauter@AKINGUMP.com

mailto:[mailto:jhauter@AKINGUMP.com]

mailto:[mailto:jhauter@AKINGUMP.com]





Sent from my BlackBerry 10 smartphone on the Verizon Wireless 4G LTE network.


_______________________________________________
IRS Circular 230 Notice Requirement: This communication is not given in the form of a
 covered opinion, within the meaning of Circular 230 issued by the United States Secretary of
 the Treasury. Thus, we are required to inform you that you cannot rely upon any tax advice
 contained in this communication for the purpose of avoiding United States federal tax
 penalties. In addition, any tax advice contained in this communication may not be used to
 promote, market or recommend a transaction to another party.


The information contained in this e-mail message is intended only for the personal and
 confidential use of the recipient(s) named above. If you have received this communication in
 error, please notify us immediately by e-mail, and delete the original message.


_______________________________________________
IRS Circular 230 Notice Requirement: This communication is not given in the form of a
 covered opinion, within the meaning of Circular 230 issued by the United States Secretary of
 the Treasury. Thus, we are required to inform you that you cannot rely upon any tax advice
 contained in this communication for the purpose of avoiding United States federal tax
 penalties. In addition, any tax advice contained in this communication may not be used to
 promote, market or recommend a transaction to another party.


The information contained in this e-mail message is intended only for the personal and
 confidential use of the recipient(s) named above. If you have received this communication in
 error, please notify us immediately by e-mail, and delete the original message.


_______________________________________________
IRS Circular 230 Notice Requirement: This communication is not given in the form of a
 covered opinion, within the meaning of Circular 230 issued by the United States Secretary of
 the Treasury. Thus, we are required to inform you that you cannot rely upon any tax advice
 contained in this communication for the purpose of avoiding United States federal tax
 penalties. In addition, any tax advice contained in this communication may not be used to
 promote, market or recommend a transaction to another party.


The information contained in this e-mail message is intended only for the personal and
 confidential use of the recipient(s) named above. If you have received this communication in
 error, please notify us immediately by e-mail, and delete the original message.


_______________________________________________
IRS Circular 230 Notice Requirement: This communication is not given in the form of a
 covered opinion, within the meaning of Circular 230 issued by the United States Secretary of
 the Treasury. Thus, we are required to inform you that you cannot rely upon any tax advice
 contained in this communication for the purpose of avoiding United States federal tax
 penalties. In addition, any tax advice contained in this communication may not be used to
 promote, market or recommend a transaction to another party.


The information contained in this e-mail message is intended only for the personal and
 confidential use of the recipient(s) named above. If you have received this communication in
 error, please notify us immediately by e-mail, and delete the original message.







_______________________________________________ 
IRS Circular 230 Notice Requirement: This communication is not given in the form of
 a covered opinion, within the meaning of Circular 230 issued by the United States
 Secretary of the Treasury. Thus, we are required to inform you that you cannot rely
 upon any tax advice contained in this communication for the purpose of avoiding
 United States federal tax penalties. In addition, any tax advice contained in this
 communication may not be used to promote, market or recommend a transaction to
 another party. 


The information contained in this e-mail message is intended only for the personal
 and confidential use of the recipient(s) named above. If you have received this
 communication in error, please notify us immediately by e-mail, and delete the
 original message.












From: Eugenia Quintana
To: McKaughan, Colleen
Subject: RE: Available August dates for G2G?
Date: Friday, August 09, 2013 1:00:28 PM


Thank you for the information.
 
I will ask Steve if that date and location will work.  It works for me, but it needs to work for him too.
 
Thank you again.
 
Eugenia
 


From: McKaughan, Colleen [mailto:McKaughan.Colleen@epa.gov] 
Sent: Friday, August 09, 2013 1:25 PM
To: Eugenia Quintana
Subject: RE: Available August dates for G2G?
 
Hi, Eugenia,
 


Debbie is going to be in Phoenix on September 10th if that date would work for you and Steve. We
 could discuss NGS, and you could convey the President’s concerns.  Let me know if that date and
 location would work for you.  Thanks!
 
Colleen
 


From: Eugenia Quintana [mailto:eugeniaquintana@navajo-nsn.gov] 
Sent: Friday, August 09, 2013 7:27 AM
To: McKaughan, Colleen
Subject: RE: Available August dates for G2G?
 
Hi Colleen:
 
Even before the TWG alternative was developed, the President has wanted consultation.  However,
 due to scheduling conflicts, both for R9 and President Shelly, a corresponding consultation date and
 time has not been available for both R9 and Navajo Nation.
 
The context of a consultation would be related to new information and how the Navajo Nation
 would like to see R9 use new information to work towards a thorough 5-factor analysis.  As you are
 aware, the NN has stated previously that it feels that a thorough analysis was not conducted.
 
Eugenia
 
 
 


From: McKaughan, Colleen [mailto:McKaughan.Colleen@epa.gov] 
Sent: Wednesday, August 07, 2013 2:18 PM
To: Eugenia Quintana
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Subject: RE: Available August dates for G2G?
 
Hi, Eugenia,
 
Could you clarify why the President wants consultation now instead of after we make a decision on
 the alternative?  We are assuming that the BART alternative submitted by SRP and the Navajo
 Nation reflects the current position of the President, but are we missing something?  Thanks!
 
Colleen
 


From: Eugenia Quintana [mailto:eugeniaquintana@navajo-nsn.gov] 
Sent: Wednesday, August 07, 2013 8:02 AM
To: McKaughan, Colleen
Subject: RE: Available August dates for G2G?
 
We are in Flagstaff and will be back on Friday But you can E-mail me.
 
Eugenia
 


From: McKaughan, Colleen [mailto:McKaughan.Colleen@epa.gov] 
Sent: Tuesday, August 06, 2013 6:33 PM
To: Eugenia Quintana
Subject: RE: Available August dates for G2G?
 
Hi, Eugenia,
 
I finally figured out what G2G means! 
 
I will call you tomorrow.
 
Colleen 
 


From: Eugenia Quintana [mailto:eugeniaquintana@navajo-nsn.gov] 
Sent: Tuesday, August 06, 2013 2:28 PM
To: McKaughan, Colleen
Subject: RE: Available August dates for G2G?
 
Hi Colleen.
 
Thanks for your reply.
 
We really wanted to take a G2G w/Jared.
 
We are willing to take a lower level meeting with Debbie Jordan if that would be okay.  Let me know how
 to arrange this. 
 
Eugenia


From: McKaughan, Colleen [McKaughan.Colleen@epa.gov]
Sent: Monday, August 05, 2013 10:34 AM
To: Eugenia Quintana
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Subject: RE: Available August dates for G2G?


Hi, Eugenia,
 
Jared would prefer to have consultation after EPA proposes the alternative submitted by the SRP
 Technical Working Group. I can’t tell you when that will be, because I don’t know. It won’t be in
 August though so the August dates can be freed up on the President’s calendar. Let me know if you
 have questions/concerns.
 
Colleen
 


From: Eugenia Quintana [mailto:eugeniaquintana@navajo-nsn.gov] 
Sent: Tuesday, July 30, 2013 1:50 PM
To: McKaughan, Colleen
Subject: RE: Available August dates for G2G?
 
Okay.
 
I’ll email her and ask her to hold those.
 
Thanks for checking.
 
I know how these things go…..
 
Eugenia
 


From: McKaughan, Colleen [mailto:McKaughan.Colleen@epa.gov] 
Sent: Tuesday, July 30, 2013 2:46 PM
To: Eugenia Quintana
Subject: RE: Available August dates for G2G?
 
Hi, Eugenia,
 
I’m checking every day but no response yet. If Alberta could hold those dates, I will keep pressing.
 
Colleen
 


From: Eugenia Quintana [mailto:eugeniaquintana@navajo-nsn.gov] 
Sent: Tuesday, July 23, 2013 3:52 PM
To: McKaughan, Colleen
Subject: Available August dates for G2G?
 
Hi Colleen:
 
I think through some kind of misunderstanding about R9 and R6, Alberta inadvertently assigned
 August 15 to R6 for a meeting in Gallup with President Shelly.
 
I called Alberta and asked her for other possible dates in August for a G2G with Jared and President
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 Shelly.  The dates Alberta identified are: August 19, 20, 21, 23, and the week of the 26th.
 
Can you check Jared’s availability again?
 
Thanks and hope to hear from you soon.
 
Eugenia








From: McKaughan, Colleen
To: eugeniaquintana@navajo-nsn.gov
Subject: RE: Available August dates for G2G?
Date: Friday, August 09, 2013 12:26:00 PM


Hi, Eugenia,
 


Debbie is going to be in Phoenix on September 10th if that date would work for you and Steve. We
 could discuss NGS, and you could convey the President’s concerns.  Let me know if that date and
 location would work for you.  Thanks!
 
Colleen
 


From: Eugenia Quintana [mailto:eugeniaquintana@navajo-nsn.gov] 
Sent: Friday, August 09, 2013 7:27 AM
To: McKaughan, Colleen
Subject: RE: Available August dates for G2G?
 
Hi Colleen:
 
Even before the TWG alternative was developed, the President has wanted consultation.  However,
 due to scheduling conflicts, both for R9 and President Shelly, a corresponding consultation date and
 time has not been available for both R9 and Navajo Nation.
 
The context of a consultation would be related to new information and how the Navajo Nation
 would like to see R9 use new information to work towards a thorough 5-factor analysis.  As you are
 aware, the NN has stated previously that it feels that a thorough analysis was not conducted.
 
Eugenia
 
 
 


From: McKaughan, Colleen [mailto:McKaughan.Colleen@epa.gov] 
Sent: Wednesday, August 07, 2013 2:18 PM
To: Eugenia Quintana
Subject: RE: Available August dates for G2G?
 
Hi, Eugenia,
 
Could you clarify why the President wants consultation now instead of after we make a decision on
 the alternative?  We are assuming that the BART alternative submitted by SRP and the Navajo
 Nation reflects the current position of the President, but are we missing something?  Thanks!
 
Colleen
 


From: Eugenia Quintana [mailto:eugeniaquintana@navajo-nsn.gov] 
Sent: Wednesday, August 07, 2013 8:02 AM
To: McKaughan, Colleen
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Subject: RE: Available August dates for G2G?
 
We are in Flagstaff and will be back on Friday But you can E-mail me.
 
Eugenia
 


From: McKaughan, Colleen [mailto:McKaughan.Colleen@epa.gov] 
Sent: Tuesday, August 06, 2013 6:33 PM
To: Eugenia Quintana
Subject: RE: Available August dates for G2G?
 
Hi, Eugenia,
 
I finally figured out what G2G means! 
 
I will call you tomorrow.
 
Colleen 
 


From: Eugenia Quintana [mailto:eugeniaquintana@navajo-nsn.gov] 
Sent: Tuesday, August 06, 2013 2:28 PM
To: McKaughan, Colleen
Subject: RE: Available August dates for G2G?
 
Hi Colleen.
 
Thanks for your reply.
 
We really wanted to take a G2G w/Jared.
 
We are willing to take a lower level meeting with Debbie Jordan if that would be okay.  Let me know how
 to arrange this. 
 
Eugenia


From: McKaughan, Colleen [McKaughan.Colleen@epa.gov]
Sent: Monday, August 05, 2013 10:34 AM
To: Eugenia Quintana
Subject: RE: Available August dates for G2G?


Hi, Eugenia,
 
Jared would prefer to have consultation after EPA proposes the alternative submitted by the SRP
 Technical Working Group. I can’t tell you when that will be, because I don’t know. It won’t be in
 August though so the August dates can be freed up on the President’s calendar. Let me know if you
 have questions/concerns.
 
Colleen
 


From: Eugenia Quintana [mailto:eugeniaquintana@navajo-nsn.gov] 
Sent: Tuesday, July 30, 2013 1:50 PM
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To: McKaughan, Colleen
Subject: RE: Available August dates for G2G?
 
Okay.
 
I’ll email her and ask her to hold those.
 
Thanks for checking.
 
I know how these things go…..
 
Eugenia
 


From: McKaughan, Colleen [mailto:McKaughan.Colleen@epa.gov] 
Sent: Tuesday, July 30, 2013 2:46 PM
To: Eugenia Quintana
Subject: RE: Available August dates for G2G?
 
Hi, Eugenia,
 
I’m checking every day but no response yet. If Alberta could hold those dates, I will keep pressing.
 
Colleen
 


From: Eugenia Quintana [mailto:eugeniaquintana@navajo-nsn.gov] 
Sent: Tuesday, July 23, 2013 3:52 PM
To: McKaughan, Colleen
Subject: Available August dates for G2G?
 
Hi Colleen:
 
I think through some kind of misunderstanding about R9 and R6, Alberta inadvertently assigned
 August 15 to R6 for a meeting in Gallup with President Shelly.
 
I called Alberta and asked her for other possible dates in August for a G2G with Jared and President


 Shelly.  The dates Alberta identified are: August 19, 20, 21, 23, and the week of the 26th.
 
Can you check Jared’s availability again?
 
Thanks and hope to hear from you soon.
 
Eugenia
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From: McKaughan, Colleen
To: eugeniaquintana@navajo-nsn.gov
Subject: RE: Available August dates for G2G?
Date: Friday, August 09, 2013 1:02:00 PM


I will wait to hear from you and Steve. Thanks!
 


From: Eugenia Quintana [mailto:eugeniaquintana@navajo-nsn.gov] 
Sent: Friday, August 09, 2013 1:00 PM
To: McKaughan, Colleen
Subject: RE: Available August dates for G2G?
 
Thank you for the information.
 
I will ask Steve if that date and location will work.  It works for me, but it needs to work for him too.
 
Thank you again.
 
Eugenia
 


From: McKaughan, Colleen [mailto:McKaughan.Colleen@epa.gov] 
Sent: Friday, August 09, 2013 1:25 PM
To: Eugenia Quintana
Subject: RE: Available August dates for G2G?
 
Hi, Eugenia,
 


Debbie is going to be in Phoenix on September 10th if that date would work for you and Steve. We
 could discuss NGS, and you could convey the President’s concerns.  Let me know if that date and
 location would work for you.  Thanks!
 
Colleen
 


From: Eugenia Quintana [mailto:eugeniaquintana@navajo-nsn.gov] 
Sent: Friday, August 09, 2013 7:27 AM
To: McKaughan, Colleen
Subject: RE: Available August dates for G2G?
 
Hi Colleen:
 
Even before the TWG alternative was developed, the President has wanted consultation.  However,
 due to scheduling conflicts, both for R9 and President Shelly, a corresponding consultation date and
 time has not been available for both R9 and Navajo Nation.
 
The context of a consultation would be related to new information and how the Navajo Nation
 would like to see R9 use new information to work towards a thorough 5-factor analysis.  As you are
 aware, the NN has stated previously that it feels that a thorough analysis was not conducted.
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Eugenia
 
 
 


From: McKaughan, Colleen [mailto:McKaughan.Colleen@epa.gov] 
Sent: Wednesday, August 07, 2013 2:18 PM
To: Eugenia Quintana
Subject: RE: Available August dates for G2G?
 
Hi, Eugenia,
 
Could you clarify why the President wants consultation now instead of after we make a decision on
 the alternative?  We are assuming that the BART alternative submitted by SRP and the Navajo
 Nation reflects the current position of the President, but are we missing something?  Thanks!
 
Colleen
 


From: Eugenia Quintana [mailto:eugeniaquintana@navajo-nsn.gov] 
Sent: Wednesday, August 07, 2013 8:02 AM
To: McKaughan, Colleen
Subject: RE: Available August dates for G2G?
 
We are in Flagstaff and will be back on Friday But you can E-mail me.
 
Eugenia
 


From: McKaughan, Colleen [mailto:McKaughan.Colleen@epa.gov] 
Sent: Tuesday, August 06, 2013 6:33 PM
To: Eugenia Quintana
Subject: RE: Available August dates for G2G?
 
Hi, Eugenia,
 
I finally figured out what G2G means! 
 
I will call you tomorrow.
 
Colleen 
 


From: Eugenia Quintana [mailto:eugeniaquintana@navajo-nsn.gov] 
Sent: Tuesday, August 06, 2013 2:28 PM
To: McKaughan, Colleen
Subject: RE: Available August dates for G2G?
 
Hi Colleen.
 
Thanks for your reply.
 
We really wanted to take a G2G w/Jared.
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We are willing to take a lower level meeting with Debbie Jordan if that would be okay.  Let me know how
 to arrange this. 
 
Eugenia


From: McKaughan, Colleen [McKaughan.Colleen@epa.gov]
Sent: Monday, August 05, 2013 10:34 AM
To: Eugenia Quintana
Subject: RE: Available August dates for G2G?


Hi, Eugenia,
 
Jared would prefer to have consultation after EPA proposes the alternative submitted by the SRP
 Technical Working Group. I can’t tell you when that will be, because I don’t know. It won’t be in
 August though so the August dates can be freed up on the President’s calendar. Let me know if you
 have questions/concerns.
 
Colleen
 


From: Eugenia Quintana [mailto:eugeniaquintana@navajo-nsn.gov] 
Sent: Tuesday, July 30, 2013 1:50 PM
To: McKaughan, Colleen
Subject: RE: Available August dates for G2G?
 
Okay.
 
I’ll email her and ask her to hold those.
 
Thanks for checking.
 
I know how these things go…..
 
Eugenia
 


From: McKaughan, Colleen [mailto:McKaughan.Colleen@epa.gov] 
Sent: Tuesday, July 30, 2013 2:46 PM
To: Eugenia Quintana
Subject: RE: Available August dates for G2G?
 
Hi, Eugenia,
 
I’m checking every day but no response yet. If Alberta could hold those dates, I will keep pressing.
 
Colleen
 


From: Eugenia Quintana [mailto:eugeniaquintana@navajo-nsn.gov] 
Sent: Tuesday, July 23, 2013 3:52 PM
To: McKaughan, Colleen
Subject: Available August dates for G2G?
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Hi Colleen:
 
I think through some kind of misunderstanding about R9 and R6, Alberta inadvertently assigned
 August 15 to R6 for a meeting in Gallup with President Shelly.
 
I called Alberta and asked her for other possible dates in August for a G2G with Jared and President


 Shelly.  The dates Alberta identified are: August 19, 20, 21, 23, and the week of the 26th.
 
Can you check Jared’s availability again?
 
Thanks and hope to hear from you soon.
 
Eugenia








From: McKaughan, Colleen
To: scotty@pagnet.org
Subject: RE: Brief NGS Presentation at the Tucson/Pima County Metropolitan Energy Commission meeting
Date: Thursday, December 05, 2013 12:40:00 PM


Hi, Susanne,
 
Yes, I had asked Anita to respond to your questions, and I saw that she did.  I also received your


 request to attend the MEC on the 19th. I will be on vacation that week so that date will not work for
 me.  Are there questions that you think the MEC will have that we can try to answer prior to the


 19th?  Let me know. We can send you a copy of our powerpoint from the hearings if that would
 help. 
 
Colleen
 


From: Susanne Cotty [mailto:scotty@pagnet.org] 
Sent: Thursday, December 05, 2013 10:46 AM
To: McKaughan, Colleen
Cc: 'Robert Bulechek'
Subject: FW: Brief NGS Presentation at the Tucson/Pima County Metropolitan Energy Commission
 meeting
 
Colleen,
As you know, I did receive feedback from Anita Lee, EPA, regarding my questions on the NGS. Would
 you be available to give a brief overview of the issues related to the NOx reduction options at the


 Dec. 19th MEC meeting?
 
Hope you had a wonderful Thanksgiving.
Best wishes,
 
Susanne T. Cotty
scotty@pagnet.org
 
'Like PimaCleanAir' on Facebook
 
 
 
 


From: Susanne Cotty [mailto:scotty@pagnet.org] 
Sent: Thursday, November 21, 2013 1:28 PM
To: 'McKaughan, Colleen'
Cc: 'Robert Bulechek'; 'Claire Zucker'
Subject: Brief NGS Presentation at the Tucson/Pima County Metropolitan Energy Commission meeting
 
Colleen,
The Tucson/Pima County Metropolitan Energy Commission (MEC), of which I am a member and
 Secretary,  is considering submitting a letter to the Tucson Mayor and Council and the County Board
 of Supervisors in support of one of the options regarding NOx emission reductions at the Navajo
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 Generating Station. Would you be available to give a brief presentation to the Commissioners
 regarding the 3 options for NGS  NOx reductions? The meetings are held at the  Ward III Council


 Office, 1510 E. Grant Road, Tucson, starting at 7:45 a.m.; the next meeting will be Dec. 19th.
 Committee members mentioned that a presentation from various stakeholders (CAP, EPA and
 others) would be helpful in shaping MEC’s position on the issue.
 
A few questions arose at today’s meeting during our initial discussion of the 3 proposals:


·         Will the amount of coal burned for electricity generation (i.e. CO2 production) differ under
 the 3 options? (I know Unit 1 would close in 2019 under the TWG proposal- thus lowering
 coal use but what about the other 2 options?)


·         Provided there are  differences in coal use among options 1 and 2,  what would be the
 differences between the 3 options for short-term (e.g. 10 years)  and long term (20-30
 years) in coal use/CO2 emissions?


·         What is the 5-year deadline for reaching NOx emission limits in the 1st proposal based on ?
 (conditions/equipment at NGS, the Clean Air Act or other factors?)


 


Also, are those displays shown at the open house on Nov. 15th available for viewing? They were very
 helpful in illustrating the differences between the various proposals.
 
Hope to see you at our next MEC meeting.
 
Best wishes,
 
Susanne T. Cotty
 
Senior Air Quality Planner
 
Pima Association of Governments
Sustainable Environment Program
177 N. Church Ave., Suite 405 (Moving in 2014)
Tucson, AZ 85701
 
(520) 792-1093
 
 'Like PimaCleanAir' on Facebook
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From: Lee, Anita
To: McKaughan, Colleen
Subject: RE: Brief NGS Presentation at the Tucson/Pima County Metropolitan Energy Commission meeting
Date: Monday, November 25, 2013 8:14:56 AM


Hi Colleen,
 
Yes, coal use shouldn’t change under BART or Alternative 1 (at least as proposed. Of course CAP/SRP
 still contend that BART and Alt 1 would force them NGS to close). Only under TWG Alternative
 would a reduction in coal usage occur.
 
Anita Lee, PhD
Environmental Scientist
US EPA, Air Division, Planning Office (Air-2)
75 Hawthorne Street
San Francisco, CA 94105
(415) 972-3958
 
 
 


From: McKaughan, Colleen 
Sent: Friday, November 22, 2013 7:27 AM
To: Lee, Anita
Subject: FW: Brief NGS Presentation at the Tucson/Pima County Metropolitan Energy Commission
 meeting
 
Am I correct in thinking that coal use wouldn’t change under BART and Alternative 1? It only changes
 under the TWG alternative due to the shutdown of 1 unit, but I wanted to make sure I’m not
 missing something.
 
I’ve asked Ann whether I should accept this invitation. If I did, I would use your presentation.
 


From: Susanne Cotty [mailto:scotty@pagnet.org] 
Sent: Thursday, November 21, 2013 1:28 PM
To: McKaughan, Colleen
Cc: 'Robert Bulechek'; czucker@pagnet.org
Subject: Brief NGS Presentation at the Tucson/Pima County Metropolitan Energy Commission meeting
 
Colleen,
The Tucson/Pima County Metropolitan Energy Commission (MEC), of which I am a member and
 Secretary,  is considering submitting a letter to the Tucson Mayor and Council and the County Board
 of Supervisors in support of one of the options regarding NOx emission reductions at the Navajo
 Generating Station. Would you be available to give a brief presentation to the Commissioners
 regarding the 3 options for NGS  NOx reductions? The meetings are held at the  Ward III Council


 Office, 1510 E. Grant Road, Tucson, starting at 7:45 a.m.; the next meeting will be Dec. 19th.
 Committee members mentioned that a presentation from various stakeholders (CAP, EPA and
 others) would be helpful in shaping MEC’s position on the issue.
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A few questions arose at today’s meeting during our initial discussion of the 3 proposals:
·         Will the amount of coal burned for electricity generation (i.e. CO2 production) differ under


 the 3 options? (I know Unit 1 would close in 2019 under the TWG proposal- thus lowering
 coal use but what about the other 2 options?)


·         Provided there are  differences in coal use among options 1 and 2,  what would be the
 differences between the 3 options for short-term (e.g. 10 years)  and long term (20-30
 years) in coal use/CO2 emissions?


·         What is the 5-year deadline for reaching NOx emission limits in the 1st proposal based on ?
 (conditions/equipment at NGS, the Clean Air Act or other factors?)


 


Also, are those displays shown at the open house on Nov. 15th available for viewing? They were very
 helpful in illustrating the differences between the various proposals.
 
Hope to see you at our next MEC meeting.
 
Best wishes,
 
Susanne T. Cotty
 
Senior Air Quality Planner
 
Pima Association of Governments
Sustainable Environment Program
177 N. Church Ave., Suite 405 (Moving in 2014)
Tucson, AZ 85701
 
(520) 792-1093
 
 'Like PimaCleanAir' on Facebook
 



http://www.facebook.com/PimaCleanAir






From: McKaughan, Colleen
To: scotty@pagnet.org
Cc: "Robert Bulechek"
Subject: RE: Brief NGS Presentation at the Tucson/Pima County Metropolitan Energy Commission meeting
Date: Thursday, December 05, 2013 1:02:00 PM


Hi, Susanne,
 
I will ask Anita to send you the powerpoint, and we would be glad to try and answer any questions
 that you have.  We understand that there is quite a bit of information to go through, and it helps to
 get clarification.
 
Thanks for the kind wishes on my vacation. I hope you get a break over the holidays too.
 
Colleen
 
 


From: Susanne Cotty [mailto:scotty@pagnet.org] 
Sent: Thursday, December 05, 2013 1:55 PM
To: McKaughan, Colleen
Cc: 'Robert Bulechek'
Subject: RE: Brief NGS Presentation at the Tucson/Pima County Metropolitan Energy Commission
 meeting
 
Colleen,
I’m glad to hear that you will be getting some R & R but disappointed that it will preclude you from
 attending the Dec. MEC meeting. It would be great if you can forward the presentation from the


 Nov.15th hearings for our Dec. meeting. Anita provided me with a copy of the hearing posters and
 they were distributed to the MEC members.
 
I copied the MEC Chair (Robert) to solicit his input and to ask him to  extend your invitation  for
 information to the other MEC members before you leave on vacation.
 
Thanks, Colleen and I hope you have a wonderful, relaxing vacation.
 
Susanne T. Cotty
scotty@pagnet.org
 
'Like PimaCleanAir' on Facebook
 
 
 
 


From: McKaughan, Colleen [mailto:McKaughan.Colleen@epa.gov] 
Sent: Thursday, December 05, 2013 1:37 PM
To: scotty@pagnet.org
Subject: RE: Brief NGS Presentation at the Tucson/Pima County Metropolitan Energy Commission
 meeting
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Hi, Susanne,
 
Yes, I had asked Anita to respond to your questions, and I saw that she did.  I also received your


 request to attend the MEC on the 19th. I will be on vacation that week so that date will not work for
 me.  Are there questions that you think the MEC will have that we can try to answer prior to the


 19th?  Let me know. We can send you a copy of our powerpoint from the hearings if that would
 help. 
 
Colleen
 


From: Susanne Cotty [mailto:scotty@pagnet.org] 
Sent: Thursday, December 05, 2013 10:46 AM
To: McKaughan, Colleen
Cc: 'Robert Bulechek'
Subject: FW: Brief NGS Presentation at the Tucson/Pima County Metropolitan Energy Commission
 meeting
 
Colleen,
As you know, I did receive feedback from Anita Lee, EPA, regarding my questions on the NGS. Would
 you be available to give a brief overview of the issues related to the NOx reduction options at the


 Dec. 19th MEC meeting?
 
Hope you had a wonderful Thanksgiving.
Best wishes,
 
Susanne T. Cotty
scotty@pagnet.org
 
'Like PimaCleanAir' on Facebook
 
 
 
 


From: Susanne Cotty [mailto:scotty@pagnet.org] 
Sent: Thursday, November 21, 2013 1:28 PM
To: 'McKaughan, Colleen'
Cc: 'Robert Bulechek'; 'Claire Zucker'
Subject: Brief NGS Presentation at the Tucson/Pima County Metropolitan Energy Commission meeting
 
Colleen,
The Tucson/Pima County Metropolitan Energy Commission (MEC), of which I am a member and
 Secretary,  is considering submitting a letter to the Tucson Mayor and Council and the County Board
 of Supervisors in support of one of the options regarding NOx emission reductions at the Navajo
 Generating Station. Would you be available to give a brief presentation to the Commissioners
 regarding the 3 options for NGS  NOx reductions? The meetings are held at the  Ward III Council


 Office, 1510 E. Grant Road, Tucson, starting at 7:45 a.m.; the next meeting will be Dec. 19th.
 Committee members mentioned that a presentation from various stakeholders (CAP, EPA and
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 others) would be helpful in shaping MEC’s position on the issue.
 
A few questions arose at today’s meeting during our initial discussion of the 3 proposals:


·         Will the amount of coal burned for electricity generation (i.e. CO2 production) differ under
 the 3 options? (I know Unit 1 would close in 2019 under the TWG proposal- thus lowering
 coal use but what about the other 2 options?)


·         Provided there are  differences in coal use among options 1 and 2,  what would be the
 differences between the 3 options for short-term (e.g. 10 years)  and long term (20-30
 years) in coal use/CO2 emissions?


·         What is the 5-year deadline for reaching NOx emission limits in the 1st proposal based on ?
 (conditions/equipment at NGS, the Clean Air Act or other factors?)


 


Also, are those displays shown at the open house on Nov. 15th available for viewing? They were very
 helpful in illustrating the differences between the various proposals.
 
Hope to see you at our next MEC meeting.
 
Best wishes,
 
Susanne T. Cotty
 
Senior Air Quality Planner
 
Pima Association of Governments
Sustainable Environment Program
177 N. Church Ave., Suite 405 (Moving in 2014)
Tucson, AZ 85701
 
(520) 792-1093
 
 'Like PimaCleanAir' on Facebook
 



http://www.facebook.com/PimaCleanAir






From: Maier, Brent
To: Lewis, Josh
Cc: Mackay, Cheryl; McKaughan, Colleen; Keener, Bill; Zito, Kelly
Subject: RE: Call with Administrator
Date: Tuesday, July 29, 2014 9:28:03 AM


Josh –
 
Let me know if Congresswoman Kirkpatrick’s office does wish to move forward with a call with Jared
 based on your message to Sam Frisby and I can work with our Front Office to schedule.
 
Brent Maier
Congressional Liaison
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency, Region IX
75 Hawthorne St. (OPA-3)
San Francisco, CA 94105
Ph: 415.947.4256
 


From: Lewis, Josh 
Sent: Tuesday, July 29, 2014 8:45 AM
To: sam.frisby@mail.house.gov
Cc: Mackay, Cheryl; Maier, Brent
Subject: FW: Call with Administrator
 
Hi Sam,
 
Cheryl forwarded your email to me, as I was talking last week w/ Ken in your office about the
 possibility of your boss talking to Jared Blumenfeld, our Regional Administrator in San
 Francisco, about some ASARCO issues.  Perhaps we can combine the two issues into one call
 w/ Jared?
 
Josh
 


From: Frisby, Sam [mailto:Sam.Frisby@mail.house.gov] 
Sent: Monday, July 28, 2014 5:01 PM
To: Mackay, Cheryl
Subject: Call with Administrator
 
Hi Cheryl,
 
My boss wanted to set up time to chat with the Administrator to thank her on the TWG final rule
 regarding NGS. Does she have time this week or next?
 
Thanks!
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Best,
 
Samantha Frisby | Director of Operations
Office of Congresswoman Ann Kirkpatrick (AZ-01)    
330 Cannon House Office Building | Washington D.C. | 202-225-3361
Connect with Rep. Kirkpatrick: Facebook | Twitter | E-newsletter
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From: McKaughan, Colleen
To: robertlyttle@yahoo.com
Subject: RE: Call with EPA tomorrow?
Date: Tuesday, September 24, 2013 4:34:00 PM


Hi, Robert,
 
We usually consider any discussions between a Tribal Leader and Jared as consultation, so we would
 consider tomorrow’s call consultation as well. However, we understand that tribes hold different
 views of what constitutes consultation, so we can always try to adjust.  We still have to docket any
 conversations on NGS.
 
We would like the opportunity to explain to Hopi how we plan to address the SRP Technical Work
 Group Agreement. That is the purpose of the call. We have already extended the public comment
 period to January 6, 2014, so we hope that provides Hopi adequate time to prepare comments.  Do
 you want to let me know when your Council meeting is done and whether there is a good time to
 call the Chairman? Thanks!
 
Colleen
 


From: robertlyttle@yahoo.com [mailto:robertlyttle@yahoo.com] 
Sent: Tuesday, September 24, 2013 4:19 PM
To: McKaughan, Colleen
Subject: Re: Call with EPA tomorrow?
 
We did not know that the last call was going to be a "consultation" as it was pitched as a
 business call to get an update and explanation on Hopi Tribe's position on the SRP-
Alternative.  Is this call a "consultation" as well, or can we just discuss EPA's proposed
 action? 
 
We're in a Council meeting tomorrow especially in the morning starting at 9:00 am -- likely to
 last awhile.  Let me know.  RL
 
The information contained in this e-mail message is attorney privileged and confidential
 information, intended only for the use of the individual or entity named above. If the reader of
 this message is not the intended recipient, you are hereby notified that any dissemination,
 distribution, or copy of this communication is strictly prohibited. If you have received this
 communication in error, please notify us immediately by telephone (480)488-5027 or reply by
 e-mail and delete or discard the message.
 
From: "McKaughan, Colleen" <McKaughan.Colleen@epa.gov>
To: "robertlyttle@yahoo.com" <robertlyttle@yahoo.com> 
Sent: Tuesday, September 24, 2013 4:15 PM
Subject: Call with EPA tomorrow?
 
Hi, Robert,
 
Would you and the Chairman be available for a call with Jared tomorrow to discuss our
 proposed action on the Technical Work Group agreement?  We could call you between 10:30
 – 11:00 AM, at noon, or later in the afternoon.  Thanks!
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Colleen W. McKaughan
Associate Director, Air Division
USEPA, Region 9
520-498-0118
mckaughan.colleen@epa.gov
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From: Barr Kelly J
To: McKaughan, Colleen; "Belin, Letty"; "Hoeft, Cynthia"
Cc: Jordan, Deborah; Lee, Anita; Lyons, Ann
Subject: RE: Extension of Public Comment Period for NGS
Date: Monday, September 16, 2013 2:19:21 PM


 Thank you for the heads up, Colleen. We appreciate it.


I will forward this on to the technical work group.


Best regards,


Kelly


Sent with Good (www.good.com)


-----Original Message-----
From: McKaughan, Colleen [McKaughan.Colleen@epa.gov]
Sent: Monday, September 16, 2013 02:09 PM US Mountain Standard Time
To: Barr Kelly J; Belin, Letty; Hoeft, Cynthia
Cc: Jordan, Deborah; Lee, Anita; Lyons, Ann
Subject: Extension of Public Comment Period for NGS


Hi, Kelly and Letty,
 
Attached is a pre-publication version of the notice extending the public comment period on the NGS
 BART determination to January 6, 2014. We will post this to the Region 9 website today.  I’m
 copying Cindy so she can also post the information to the NGS website.
 
I plan to call other interested parties, but I assume you will let the Technical Work Group know. Feel
 free to call me if questions come up at 520-498-0118. I will be in San Francisco starting tomorrow so
 my cell number is 520-850-1790.
 
Colleen
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From: McKaughan, Colleen
To: Bohning, Scott; Lyons, Ann; Lee, Anita
Subject: RE: FYI, comment I made on NGS EIS protocol scenarios
Date: Sunday, May 11, 2014 5:29:00 PM


I think this is clear and appropriate. Thanks, Scott. Have a great week off!
 


From: Bohning, Scott 
Sent: Friday, May 09, 2014 6:01 PM
To: Lyons, Ann; Lee, Anita; McKaughan, Colleen
Subject: FYI, comment I made on NGS EIS protocol scenarios
 
Ann / Anita / Colleen -
 
Here is text I sent as comment:
 
EPA is concerned that the specification of scenarios prejudges the outcome of EPA’s final action on
 our proposal for BART controls on NGS.  We would like the various protocols to make it clear that a
 decision has not yet been made to adopt one of the Technical Work Group (TWG) alternatives. We
 would also like an acknowledgment that should EPA finalize the proposed BART (SCR on all three
 units), the various scenarios included in this draft protocol, and the EIS based upon them, would not
 be valid. The extended compliance deadline would also not be valid (2023 extended from 2019). We
 recommend that the proposed BART be included as a scenario. We also recommend that the
 relationship of the proposed BART level of emissions with respect to the emissions in the
 “bookends” scenarios be described.
 
- Scott B.
P.S. I will be out of the office starting 5/9, returning 5/19.
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From: Barr Kelly J
To: McKaughan, Colleen
Cc: Jordan, Deborah; Lee, Anita
Subject: RE: Federal Register of NGS Supplemental Proposal
Date: Tuesday, October 22, 2013 12:23:43 PM


 Hi Colleen,


Thanks for sending this along. I'll forward it to the TWG.


Great visiting with you all. It was nice to catch up.


Take care,


Kelly


Sent with Good (www.good.com)


-----Original Message-----
From: McKaughan, Colleen [McKaughan.Colleen@epa.gov]
Sent: Tuesday, October 22, 2013 09:22 AM US Mountain Standard Time
To: Barr Kelly J
Cc: Jordan, Deborah; Lee, Anita
Subject: Federal Register of NGS Supplemental Proposal


Hi, Kelly,
 
It was nice talking to you yesterday. I wanted to share the official Federal Register for the
 supplemental proposal. It published today, and will be available on our website and on 
 regulations.gov later today. I assume you will share with the TWG, but if you are still on travel, I
 could certainly get it to everyone.  Just let me know.
 
Safe travels,
 
Colleen
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From: Maier, Brent
To: Lee, Anita; McKaughan, Colleen; Glosson, Niloufar
Cc: PerezSullivan, Margot; Keener, Bill; Zito, Kelly
Subject: (NGS) BNA - EPA Rule Limits Arizona Power Plant Nitrogen Oxides Emissions
Date: Thursday, August 07, 2014 12:56:44 PM


EPA Rule Limits Arizona Power Plant Nitrogen Oxides Emissions
Posted August 07, 2014, 3:22 P.M. ET
By Patrick Ambrosio
The Environmental Protection Agency is requiring the owners of an Arizona coal-fired power
 plant to reduce the plant's nitrogen oxides emissions by more than 80 percent.
A federal implementation plan , scheduled for publication in the Federal Register
 tomorrow, will set a long-term facility-wide cap on emissions from the Navajo Generating
 Station to “significantly reduce” that facility's contribution to regional haze at 11 national
 parks and wilderness areas, including the Grand Canyon, the agency said. The plant, which
 consists of three 750 megawatt coal-fired electric utility steam generating units, is co-owned
 by the U.S. Bureau of Reclamation, the Salt River Project, the Los Angeles Department of
 Water & Power, the Arizona Public Service, Nevada Power Co. and Tucson Electric Power.
The EPA's action codifies an alternative to “best available retrofit technology” requirements
 agreed upon by the technical working group, which includes facility owners, nearby tribal
 governments and conservation groups, including the Environmental Defense Fund. The
 regulation sets a cap on total nitrogen oxides emissions from 2009 to 2044 and establishes
 several alternative operating scenarios that will ensure that emissions cap is met.
The alternative operating scenarios generally require the closure of one of the plant's three
 electric generating units by 2019 or the curtailment of facility-wide electricity generation by a
 similar amount as closing one of the units, according to the EPA.
Brent Maier
Congressional Liaison
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency, Region IX
75 Hawthorne St. (OPA-3)
San Francisco, CA 94105
Ph: 415.947.4256
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From: James Riley
To: Lee, Anita
Subject: A few more observations and questions regarding the NGS plant emissions
Date: Thursday, November 21, 2013 1:49:27 PM


21 November 2013


Dr. Anita Lee


 


Dear Dr. Lee: Thank you for providing me with information on the basis for
 EPA’s draft ruling regarding the operation of the NGS plant and visibility in
 the Grand Canyon and other nearby parks. These matters are much more
 complex than I imagined. I did find that the table and map presented in the
 posters comparing projected reduction in visibility for different operational
 options to be useful (easier to understand).


With regard to the map, it is my understanding that the bar diagrams indicate
 the potential improved visibility starting with the baseline (Blue) compared to
 three other levels of treatment. At first glance it is surprising to me that the
 impact of the NGS plant is much higher at all levels of treatment for sites
 located to the north of NGS. Evidently the wind direction must be mostly from
 the south. But even that does not explain the data for the Grand Canyon, which
 appear to be the highest of any stations. Perhaps, the topography of the canyon
 leads to the plume to be channeled downstream along the Colorado River into
 the canyon.


 


In trying to better understand the information given in the table, I ended up
 focusing on the Cumulative Visibility Improvement and the Total Annual
 Cost.


Option Color on Map Cumulative
 Visibility
 Improvement %


Total Million
 Dollars per
 year


Baseline BLUE 0 0
LNB/SOFA RED 33 5.2
SNCR+LNB/SOFA GREEN 45 23.5
SCR+LNB/SOFA PURPLE 73 58.8


 


When I plotted these there was a big drop between the Blue and the Red
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 Option. Is this the result of the installation of the SO2 scrubbers? The Red,
 Green and Purple fall on a straight line that had a slope of 5% improved
 visibility for every 10 M$/year invested. This may be an error on my part or an
 over simplification. If we were to add the Technical Work Group option,
 where would it fall on this tabulation or plot?


In scanned the Technical Report and did not find a clear statement on how the
 CAL PUFF projections compare to actual observations.


I won’t be writing routinely, just when I may have a question or observation for
 you. I do not want to take up more of your valuable time.


JJRiley


P.S. One more thing, for the former Mohave Plant I note only SO2 levels are
 mentioned in the two technical papers referenced in my statement submitted in
 Tucson. Were the NOx levels already under control?


JJR








From: Harris-Bishop, Rusty
To: Glosson, Niloufar; Lee, Anita; McKaughan, Colleen
Subject: Any word on NGS from TWG?
Date: Friday, July 26, 2013 2:21:56 PM


Just wondering . . . .
 
~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~
Rusty Harris-Bishop
EPA Region 9 Superfund/Office of Public Affairs
Project Manager/Communications Coordinator/Press Officer
415.972.3140
415.694.8840 (cell)
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From: Glenn Hamer
To: McKaughan, Colleen
Subject: Arizona"s rocky relationship with the EPA
Date: Friday, August 09, 2013 11:30:57 AM


Having trouble viewing this message? Click here.
 


  Arizona's rocky relationship with the EPA
 
   by Glenn Hamer
   August 9, 2013


 
I’d imagine that the speechwriter preparing President Obama for his visit to Phoenix this week was hard
 pressed to come up with many highlights in the White House-Arizona relationship. We’ve had a rocky
 marriage over the past five years.
 
From health care, to tax policy, to labor relations, the administration has made it harder to do business and
 win back the jobs lost in the economic downturn. Especially in the area of environmental regulation,
 Washington’s overreach has put Arizona jobs at risk. That the president would focus his speech this week
 on homeownership and economic recovery while presiding over an Environmental Protection Agency that is
 seemingly working against such a recovery, is rich with contradiction.
 
You’ll recall that the EPA set its sights on the greater Phoenix area’s air quality after high particulate levels
 were identified following dust storms. The agency threatened sanctions over the high readings, which put at
 risk over $1 billion in federal funds, threatening Arizona highway projects and the jobs that come with them.
 Arizona was placed in an impossible predicament: either learn how to control the weather, or face stiff
 penalties.
 
Thanks to the leadership of the Arizona Department of Environmental Quality, the state has been able to
 stave off the sanctions and is working with the EPA on a long-term plan to reduce particulates. Sen. Jeff
 Flake is working diligently to ensure that EPA’s revised “exceptional events” rule, as it is known, does not
 harm Arizona.
 
The EPA is also at the center of the future of the coal-fired Navajo Generating Plant, which delivers power to
 Arizona ratepayers and to the Central Arizona Project.
 
Once again, the EPA placed Arizona in a terrible spot. Salt River Project, NGS’ operator, was presented two
 undesirable options: Spend hundreds of millions of dollars to install technology at the plant in hopes that it
 would have a substantive effect on visibility at the Grand Canyon and pass muster with the feds, or begin to
 take the plant offline. Either way, Arizona jobs are in peril.
 
So give credit to SRP and its partners in a technical working group for arriving at a responsible counter
 proposal to the EPA that reflects current and future economic and environmental considerations.
 
Under the deal, which will allow for the continued operation of NGS, one of the plant’s units will be shut



mailto:ghamer@azchamber.com

mailto:McKaughan.Colleen@epa.gov

http://www.icontact-archive.com/XVEZzGuNMZYFroAsYx11LNS1JemtinuN?w=4





 down by 2020, with the rest of the units getting the retrofit technology by 2030. The closure of the plant
 would be delayed until 2044.
 
It’s a bitter pill. As Rep. Paul Gosar recently wrote, “the closure of the plant and the reduction in productivity
 will result in a reduction in our energy supply and higher costs.” But although it might be the regulatory
 equivalent of kissing your sister, it’s better than pulling the plug now or installing the technology and passing
 on the costs in one fell swoop to power consumers. I agree with Arizona Republic columnist Bob Robb, who
 observed that Arizona stakeholders have “no alternative course with a reasonable prospect of a better
 outcome.”
 
President Obama says he supports an “all-of-the-above” energy policy. But at the White House, “all”
 apparently doesn’t include coal. If it did, we likely wouldn’t be having this conversation on NGS. The
 Kayenta Mine, operated by Peabody Energy and which supplies NGS with coal, employs more than 400
 workers and has generated over $1 billion in royalties to the Hopi and Navajo tribes, a significant economic
 impact now in jeopardy.
 
If only the president could adopt an all-of-the-above strategy for job creation and give his EPA a timeout. 
 
Glenn Hamer is the president and CEO of the Arizona Chamber of Commerce and Industry
 
 
The Arizona Chamber of Commerce and Industry is committed to advancing Arizona's competitive position
 in the global economy by advocating free-market policies that stimulate economic growth and prosperity for
 all Arizonans. http://www.azchamber.com/.  
 


This message was sent to McKaughan.Colleen@epa.gov from:


Arizona Chamber of Commerce and Industry | 3200 North Central Avenue, Suite 1125 | Phoenix,
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From: Susanne Cotty
To: McKaughan, Colleen
Cc: "Robert Bulechek"; czucker@pagnet.org
Subject: Brief NGS Presentation at the Tucson/Pima County Metropolitan Energy Commission meeting
Date: Thursday, November 21, 2013 12:28:26 PM


Colleen,
The Tucson/Pima County Metropolitan Energy Commission (MEC), of which I am a member and
 Secretary,  is considering submitting a letter to the Tucson Mayor and Council and the County Board
 of Supervisors in support of one of the options regarding NOx emission reductions at the Navajo
 Generating Station. Would you be available to give a brief presentation to the Commissioners
 regarding the 3 options for NGS  NOx reductions? The meetings are held at the  Ward III Council


 Office, 1510 E. Grant Road, Tucson, starting at 7:45 a.m.; the next meeting will be Dec. 19th.
 Committee members mentioned that a presentation from various stakeholders (CAP, EPA and
 others) would be helpful in shaping MEC’s position on the issue.
 
A few questions arose at today’s meeting during our initial discussion of the 3 proposals:


·         Will the amount of coal burned for electricity generation (i.e. CO2 production) differ under
 the 3 options? (I know Unit 1 would close in 2019 under the TWG proposal- thus lowering
 coal use but what about the other 2 options?)


·         Provided there are  differences in coal use among options 1 and 2,  what would be the
 differences between the 3 options for short-term (e.g. 10 years)  and long term (20-30
 years) in coal use/CO2 emissions?


·         What is the 5-year deadline for reaching NOx emission limits in the 1st proposal based on ?
 (conditions/equipment at NGS, the Clean Air Act or other factors?)


 


Also, are those displays shown at the open house on Nov. 15th available for viewing? They were very
 helpful in illustrating the differences between the various proposals.
 
Hope to see you at our next MEC meeting.
 
Best wishes,
 
Susanne T. Cotty
 
Senior Air Quality Planner
 
Pima Association of Governments
Sustainable Environment Program
177 N. Church Ave., Suite 405 (Moving in 2014)
Tucson, AZ 85701
 
(520) 792-1093
 
 'Like PimaCleanAir' on Facebook
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From: McKaughan, Colleen
To: PerezSullivan, Margot; Glosson, Niloufar; Lee, Anita
Subject: Call from Reporter
Date: Wednesday, January 08, 2014 9:33:00 AM


Navajo Times wanted to know the total number of comments. I told her 77,000. She didn’t ask
 anything else.
 
Our local Tucson TV news had a feature last night about the close of the public comment period for
 NGS. Unfortunately the $1 B figure was mentioned. They did talk about the TWG alternative as well,
 and had a nice video of the power plant.
 
Colleen W. McKaughan
Associate Director, Air Division
USEPA, Region 9
520-498-0118
mckaughan.colleen@epa.gov
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From: Pinal Partnership
To: McKaughan, Colleen
Subject: EVENTS YOU WON"T WANT TO MISS
Date: Monday, August 19, 2013 8:14:31 AM


Dear Partners in Progress   
 
Remember to Register for the September 13, 2013 breakfast and Supervisor
 District 4 "Tour" with Supervisor Anthony Smith (invitation sent separately)


Below are four additional events you won't want to miss.
 
# Pinal Partnership's Diamondbacks networking event - August 18
# SRP sponsored update on the Navajo Generating Station - August 10
# Pinal County Town Hall - October 16th and 17th.
# Pinal Partnership's Open Space & Trails Committee Summit-January
 2014
 
Questions?  Sandie@PinalPartnership.com or 480-528-9747
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Pinal Partnership is excited to again
 present a Day of Networking and
 Feasting in the ABC Club at the
 Diamondbacks Ball Park:
 
Chase Field ABC Club Suite
Wednesday September 18, 2013







First Pitch 6:40 p.m. Gates open at 5:00 p.m.


Arizona Diamondbacks vs. Los
 Angeles Dodgers
 
To pay for Tickets (First 50 tickets will be $40 - after that they will
 be $95) and/or Become a Sponsor for the Networking  and be
 automatically registered, use this secure website to pay by credit
 card. Click Here. 
 


If you have any questions please e-mail
 Edward@PinalPartnership.com or
Sandie@PinalPartnership.com
 
xxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxx
 


Save The Date and Register Now!
Breakfast and Panel Discussion -


 Sponsored by SRP
Tuesday, September 10th - 7:30 AM


 to 9:00 AM
DoubleTree by Hilton Hotel Phoenix-Tempe (formerly the Fiesta


 Inn & Conference Center)
2100 South Priest Drive, Tempe


The Navajo Generating Station (NGS) is one of the largest and most
 important sources of reliable electricity in the Southwest. In addition


 to supplying power to customers in Arizona and the southwest
 region, NGS supplies most of the energy used to pump water
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 through the Central Arizona Project. The fate of NGS presents
 significant economic implications for the City of Page, the Navajo


 Nation and Hopi Tribe, as well as power and water customers
 throughout the Southwest.


A Technical Work Group recently submitted an emissions reduction
 proposal that will allow Arizona to benefit from the continued


 operation of NGS, while achieving even greater emission reductions
 than a proposal issued earlier this year by the Environmental
 Protection Agency (EPA). The Technical Work Group, which


 consists of representatives from Salt River Project, the Central
 Arizona Water Conservation District, the Environmental Defense


 Fund, the Navajo Nation, the Gila River Indian Community, the U.S.
 Department of Interior, and the Western Resource Advocates,


 submitted the proposal to the EPA on July 26th.


Please join SRP, Pinal Partnership, East Valley Partnership, and
 other community groups on Tuesday, September 10th for


 breakfast and a special interactive panel session to discuss the
 recently submitted Technical Work Group proposal and the future


 of The Navajo Generating Station 


 
Click here for online registration . Seats are limited and


 registration will close Tuesday, September 3rd


 
There is no cost associated with this event, but event


 attendees must register online so we have an accurate
 attendance list.


 
REGISTER NOW TO GUARANTEE YOUR RESERVATIONS


------------------------------------------------
26th Annual Pinal County Town Hall.  
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The 26th Annual Pinal County Town Hall will be held October
 16th  and 17th  at Harrah's Ak Chin Resort in the City of
 Maricopa.  This year Chair Sandie Smith and the Pinal County
 Town Hall Advisory Committee are excited to bring "Step Up,
 Involve, Connect: Uniting Communities through
 Volunteerism." Volunteers have become the hidden workforce
 of every city, town and non-profit organization across the county.
 During this Town Hall, delegates will learn more about
 volunteerism and will actually participate in volunteer service
 projects the second day of the event. The Town Hall goal is for
 the delegates to take home the joy of volunteering and motivate
 others in their community to provide services above what is
 currently taking place. There are many sponsorship
 opportunities.   To learn more about these opportunities and/or
 register for the 26th  Annual Pinal County Town Hall, contact
 Maxine Brown at 480-322-1626 or m.leather@mchsi.com.


------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------


Please be sure to join Pinal Partnership's Open Space
 and Trails Committee  in late January for a workshop
 as we explore the Economic Benefits of Open Spaces
 and Trails in Pinal County.  Our morning will cover the
 three legged stool of Economic Development and how it
 pertains to Pinal County.  In the afternoon we will
 break out into five forums to discuss the up-coming
 economic projects in each district and strategies to
 integrate open spaces into these activities.  We will
 also make plans to collaborate with each other and set
 new outcomes for the future of Open Spaces and
 Trails. More details to follow!
Sponsorship opportunities are available. 
 
Questions? 
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E-mail Elizabeth Howell
 elizabethmcneilhowell@gmail.com or
Cyndi Ruehl
CyndiRuehl@msn.com
 


THANK YOU TO OUR PLATINUM MEMBERS:
Ak-Chin Indian Community * ASU Polytechnic * Banner Health
Casa Grande Regional Medical Center * Central Arizona Association of
 Governments * Central Arizona College * Central Arizona Regional
 Economic Development Foundation * Circle G Development * CORE
 Construction * David Evans and Associates * East Valley Partnership
 Elliott Pollack * El Dorado Holdings * EPS Group * Farm Sources
 International * Global Water Resources Harrah's Ak-Chin Casino
 Resort HilgartWilson * Land Advisors Organization * Langley
 Properties  LeSueur Investments * Nathan and Associates * Rose Law
 Group, pc Rural Metro Corporation * Salt River Project * Sun Life
 Family Health Center * Walton International Group
  


Sandie Smith
Pinal Partnership
President and CEO
P. O. Box 904
Florence, Arizona 85132
Sandie@PinalPartnership.com
480-528-9747


Forward this email


This email was sent to mckaughan.colleen@epamail.epa.gov by sandie@pinalpartnership.com |  
Update Profile/Email Address | Instant removal with SafeUnsubscribe™ | Privacy Policy.


Pinal Partnership | P.O. Box 904 | Florence, | AZ | 85132
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From: Pinal Partnership
To: McKaughan, Colleen
Subject: EVENTS YOU WON"T WANT TO MISS
Date: Tuesday, August 20, 2013 5:16:34 PM


Dear Partners in Progress   
 
Remember to Register for the September 13, 2013 breakfast and Supervisor
 District 4 "Tour" with Supervisor Anthony Smith (invitation sent separately)  To
 pay for the breakfast and/or Become a Sponsor for the
 Networking  and be automatically registered, use this secure website
 to pay by credit card. Click Here. 


Below are four additional events you won't want to miss.
 
# Pinal Partnership's Diamondbacks networking event - September 18
#SRP sponsored update on the Navajo Generating Station - September
 10
# Pinal County Town Hall - 
October 16th and 17th.
# Pinal Partnership's Open Space & Trails Committee Summit-
January 2014
 


 
Questions?  Sandie@PinalPartnership.com or 480-528-9747
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Pinal Partnership is excited to again
 present a Day of Networking and
 Feasting in the ABC Club at the
 Diamondbacks Ball Park:
 
Chase Field ABC Club Suite
Wednesday September 18, 2013







First Pitch 6:40 p.m. Gates open at 5:00 p.m.


Arizona Diamondbacks vs. Los
 Angeles Dodgers
 
To pay for Tickets (First 50 tickets will be $40 - after that they will
 be $95) and/or Become a Sponsor for the Networking  and be
 automatically registered, use this secure website to pay by credit
 card. Click Here. 
 


If you have any questions please e-mail
 Edward@PinalPartnership.com or
Sandie@PinalPartnership.com
 
xxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxx
 


Save The Date and Register Now!
Breakfast and Panel Discussion -


 Sponsored by SRP
Tuesday, September 10th - 7:30 AM


 to 9:00 AM
DoubleTree by Hilton Hotel Phoenix-Tempe (formerly the Fiesta


 Inn & Conference Center)
2100 South Priest Drive, Tempe   


The Navajo Generating Station (NGS) is one of the largest and most
 important sources of reliable electricity in the Southwest. In addition


 to supplying power to customers in Arizona and the southwest
 region, NGS supplies most of the energy used to pump water
 through the Central Arizona Project. The fate of NGS presents
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 significant economic implications for the City of Page, the Navajo
 Nation and Hopi Tribe, as well as power and water customers


 throughout the Southwest.


A Technical Work Group recently submitted an emissions reduction
 proposal that will allow Arizona to benefit from the continued


 operation of NGS, while achieving even greater emission reductions
 than a proposal issued earlier this year by the Environmental
 Protection Agency (EPA). The Technical Work Group, which


 consists of representatives from Salt River Project, the Central
 Arizona Water Conservation District, the Environmental Defense


 Fund, the Navajo Nation, the Gila River Indian Community, the U.S.
 Department of Interior, and the Western Resource Advocates,


 submitted the proposal to the EPA on July 26th.


Please join SRP, Pinal Partnership, East Valley Partnership, and
 other community groups on Tuesday, September 10th for


 breakfast and a special interactive panel session to discuss the
 recently submitted Technical Work Group proposal and the future


 of The Navajo Generating Station 


 
Click here for online registration . Seats are limited and


 registration will close Tuesday, September 3rd


 
There is no cost associated with this event, but event


 attendees must register online so we have an accurate
 attendance list.


 
REGISTER NOW TO GUARANTEE YOUR RESERVATIONS


------------------------------------------------
26th Annual Pinal County Town Hall.  


The 26th Annual Pinal County Town Hall will be held October
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 16th  and 17th  at Harrah's Ak Chin Resort in the City of
 Maricopa.  This year Chair Sandie Smith and the Pinal County
 Town Hall Advisory Committee are excited to bring "Step Up,
 Involve, Connect: Uniting Communities through
 Volunteerism." Volunteers have become the hidden workforce
 of every city, town and non-profit organization across the county.
 During this Town Hall, delegates will learn more about
 volunteerism and will actually participate in volunteer service
 projects the second day of the event. The Town Hall goal is for
 the delegates to take home the joy of volunteering and motivate
 others in their community to provide services above what is
 currently taking place. There are many sponsorship
 opportunities.   To learn more about these opportunities and/or
 register for the 26th  Annual Pinal County Town Hall, contact
 Maxine Brown at 480-322-1626 or m.leather@mchsi.com.


------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------


Please be sure to join Pinal Partnership's Open Space
 and Trails Committee  in late January for a workshop
 as we explore the Economic Benefits of Open Spaces
 and Trails in Pinal County.  Our morning will cover the
 three legged stool of Economic Development and how it
 pertains to Pinal County.  In the afternoon we will
 break out into five forums to discuss the up-coming
 economic projects in each district and strategies to
 integrate open spaces into these activities.  We will
 also make plans to collaborate with each other and set
 new outcomes for the future of Open Spaces and
 Trails. More details to follow!
Sponsorship opportunities are available. 
 
Questions? 
E-mail Elizabeth Howell
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 elizabethmcneilhowell@gmail.com or
Cyndi Ruehl
CyndiRuehl@msn.com
 


THANK YOU TO OUR PLATINUM MEMBERS:
Ak-Chin Indian Community * ASU Polytechnic * Banner Health
Casa Grande Regional Medical Center * Central Arizona Association of
 Governments * Central Arizona College * Central Arizona Regional
 Economic Development Foundation * Circle G Development * CORE
 Construction * David Evans and Associates * East Valley Partnership
 Elliott Pollack * El Dorado Holdings * EPS Group * Farm Sources
 International * Global Water Resources Harrah's Ak-Chin Casino
 Resort HilgartWilson * Land Advisors Organization * Langley
 Properties  LeSueur Investments * Nathan and Associates * Rose Law
 Group, pc Rural Metro Corporation * Salt River Project * Sun Life
 Family Health Center * Walton International Group
  


Sandie Smith
Pinal Partnership
President and CEO
P. O. Box 904
Florence, Arizona 85132
Sandie@PinalPartnership.com
480-528-9747
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From: Wilder, Ceciley
To: Lee, Anita; McKaughan, Colleen; Lyons, Ann
Subject: FW: 8/22 at 11am EDT | Video Confernece with Gila River Indian Community delegation
Date: Monday, August 19, 2013 1:52:36 PM


 
 


From: Childers, Pat 
Sent: Monday, August 19, 2013 1:18 PM
To: Wilder, Ceciley
Subject: RE: 8/22 at 11am EDT | Video Confernece with Gila River Indian Community delegation
 
11:00 eastern or pst?
 


From: Wilder, Ceciley 
Sent: Monday, August 19, 2013 4:15 PM
To: Atkinson, Emily; South, Peter
Cc: Childers, Pat; Jordan, Deborah; Page, Steve; Koerber, Mike
Subject: RE: 8/22 at 11am EDT | Video Confernece with Gila River Indian Community delegation
 
Hi Emily.  It looks like Debbie is available from 11:00 (PST) on.  I will talk to Debbie about it later
 today  and then get back to you.
 


From: Atkinson, Emily 
Sent: Monday, August 19, 2013 1:09 PM
To: Wilder, Ceciley; South, Peter
Cc: Childers, Pat; Jordan, Deborah; Page, Steve; Koerber, Mike
Subject: 8/22 at 11am EDT | Video Confernece with Gila River Indian Community delegation
Importance: High
 
Ceciley and Pete,
 
It looks like this Thursday, August 22 at 11:00am EDT is the time the Gila River Indian
 Community delegation would like to meet with staff at HQ.  Let me know if staff from the
 Region and OAQPS could be available at this time.  Please send me the names of the staff
 that should be invite, as well as the room you plan to book for the meeting so I can tie in
 video and audio.
 
Thanks.
Emily
 
Emily Atkinson
Staff Assistant
Immediate Office of the Acting Assistant Administrator
Office of Air and Radiation, USEPA
Voice:  202-564-1850
 
From: Childers, Pat 
Sent: Monday, August 19, 2013 4:01 PM
To: Atkinson, Emily
Subject: FW: Possible meeting with Gila River Indian Community delegation this week
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Emily
 
Do you have the means to work with Deb Jordans staff and coordinate a time she is available this
 Thursday?
 
We would likely need the conference room and video screen and a tie in to Deborahs office and
 phone number for OAQPS participants.
 
Let me know if there are issues and what you need from me
 
Pat.
 
 


From: Pongrace, Don [mailto:dpongrace@AKINGUMP.COM] 
Sent: Monday, August 19, 2013 3:35 PM
To: Childers, Pat; McCabe, Janet
Cc: Atkinson, Emily; Saltman, Tamara; Jordan, Deborah; Mckelvey, Laura; Shaw, Betsy
Subject: RE: Possible meeting with Gila River Indian Community delegation this week
 
 


That would be excellent.  How about 11 am on Thursday?
 


From: Childers, Pat [mailto:Childers.Pat@epa.gov] 
Sent: Monday, August 19, 2013 3:15 PM
To: McCabe, Janet; Pongrace, Don
Cc: Atkinson, Emily; Saltman, Tamara; Jordan, Deborah; Mckelvey, Laura; Shaw, Betsy
Subject: RE: Possible meeting with Gila River Indian Community delegation this week
 
Don, Janet and Deborah
 
I am available on Thursday and will be glad to participate and help arrange this discussion on
 Thursday.  I’ll work with Emily to coordinate time and set up a room here in DC.
 
Pat
 


From: McCabe, Janet 
Sent: Monday, August 19, 2013 3:11 PM
To: Pongrace, Don
Cc: Childers, Pat; Atkinson, Emily; Saltman, Tamara; Jordan, Deborah
Subject: Re: Possible meeting with Gila River Indian Community delegation this week
 
Don--Deb Jordan from Region 9 is available to be on a conference/video call on thursday. The other
 OAR person working on this issue, Tamara Saltman, is also unavailable this week unfortunately. I'm
 hoping that Pat Childers is available to be physically present with you and the Governor--Pat?


From: Pongrace, Don <dpongrace@AKINGUMP.COM>
Sent: Monday, August 19, 2013 10:22:30 AM
To: McCabe, Janet
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Cc: Childers, Pat; Atkinson, Emily; Saltman, Tamara; Jordan, Deborah
Subject: RE: Possible meeting with Gila River Indian Community delegation this week
 
 


Janet,


Thanks for the very quick response.  Is there perhaps someone from your team or otherwise at EPA
 who could meet with the Governor and the delegation?
 


From: McCabe, Janet [mailto:McCabe.Janet@epa.gov] 
Sent: Monday, August 19, 2013 1:09 PM
To: Pongrace, Don
Cc: Childers, Pat; Atkinson, Emily; Saltman, Tamara; Jordan, Deborah
Subject: Re: Possible meeting with Gila River Indian Community delegation this week
 
Don--how good to hear from you. Letty has let me know how constructive you and GRIC were in the
 TWG negotiations--i know it was quite a challenging set of discussions.


Unfortunately, I am on vacation this week and not in a position to participate in a meeting with the
 Governor and his delegation.


EPA is currently reviewing the TWG submittal, which is our present assignment. I'd be glad to
 schedule a conference or video call with the Governor after I retunr next week, though I realize
 that's not nearly as satisfying as meeting in person.


Regards,


Janet


From: Pongrace, Don <dpongrace@AKINGUMP.COM>
Sent: Monday, August 19, 2013 9:56:51 AM
To: McCabe, Janet
Subject: Possible meeting with Gila River Indian Community delegation this week
 
 


Dear Janet,
 
I hope all is well with you.  I am sure you are aware of the recently executed TWG Agreement
 regarding NGS, to which the Community was fortunate to be a signatory.   This is a significant step
 and we are hopeful it is a good starting point for a plan for addressing all the concerns relating to
 NGS.  There remains much to be done, however.
 
To that end, the Community has a delegation coming to Washington this week, including the
 Governor and two Council members, to meet with DoI, the White House, and congressional officials
 regarding its views as to the NGS TWG Agreement and to discuss necessary next steps and action
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 items.  As part of this trip, the Governor has asked if we could set up a meeting with you while he is
 here.  He would like to hear your perspective on the Agreement and EPA’s next steps, as well as
 discuss how best to continue the EPA’s ongoing consultation with the Community about the
 proposed BART. 
 
The delegation arrives in Washington on Tuesday evening, and is leaving on Thursday evening.  They
 currently have meetings at 2 pm on Wednesday and 1 pm on Thursday.  While other meetings are
 still being scheduled on the Hill, they are currently available any time in the morning of either
 Wednesday (August 21) or Thursday (August 22).  They also would have time in the late afternoon
 on Wednesday (say after 3 pm).  Would any of those times work for you?  I hope you are here in
 town and available.
 
I look forward to hearing from you on this and to seeing you later this week.


Best regards.


Don Pongrace


_______________________________________________ 
IRS Circular 230 Notice Requirement: This communication is not given in the form of
 a covered opinion, within the meaning of Circular 230 issued by the United States
 Secretary of the Treasury. Thus, we are required to inform you that you cannot rely
 upon any tax advice contained in this communication for the purpose of avoiding
 United States federal tax penalties. In addition, any tax advice contained in this
 communication may not be used to promote, market or recommend a transaction to
 another party. 


The information contained in this e-mail message is intended only for the personal
 and confidential use of the recipient(s) named above. If you have received this
 communication in error, please notify us immediately by e-mail, and delete the
 original message.


_______________________________________________ 
IRS Circular 230 Notice Requirement: This communication is not given in the form of
 a covered opinion, within the meaning of Circular 230 issued by the United States
 Secretary of the Treasury. Thus, we are required to inform you that you cannot rely
 upon any tax advice contained in this communication for the purpose of avoiding
 United States federal tax penalties. In addition, any tax advice contained in this
 communication may not be used to promote, market or recommend a transaction to
 another party. 


The information contained in this e-mail message is intended only for the personal
 and confidential use of the recipient(s) named above. If you have received this
 communication in error, please notify us immediately by e-mail, and delete the
 original message.


_______________________________________________ 
IRS Circular 230 Notice Requirement: This communication is not given in the form of
 a covered opinion, within the meaning of Circular 230 issued by the United States
 Secretary of the Treasury. Thus, we are required to inform you that you cannot rely
 upon any tax advice contained in this communication for the purpose of avoiding
 United States federal tax penalties. In addition, any tax advice contained in this
 communication may not be used to promote, market or recommend a transaction to
 another party. 
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From: Jordan, Deborah
To: McCabe, Janet
Subject: FW: Arizona"s rocky relationship with the EPA
Date: Friday, August 09, 2013 1:55:12 PM


From the AZ Chamber of Commerce….
 


Having trouble viewing this message? Click here.
 


  Arizona's rocky relationship with the EPA
 
   by Glenn Hamer
   August 9, 2013
 
I’d imagine that the speechwriter preparing President Obama for his visit to Phoenix this week was hard
 pressed to come up with many highlights in the White House-Arizona relationship. We’ve had a rocky
 marriage over the past five years.
 
From health care, to tax policy, to labor relations, the administration has made it harder to do business and
 win back the jobs lost in the economic downturn. Especially in the area of environmental regulation,
 Washington’s overreach has put Arizona jobs at risk. That the president would focus his speech this week
 on homeownership and economic recovery while presiding over an Environmental Protection Agency that is
 seemingly working against such a recovery, is rich with contradiction.
 
You’ll recall that the EPA set its sights on the greater Phoenix area’s air quality after high particulate levels
 were identified following dust storms. The agency threatened sanctions over the high readings, which put at
 risk over $1 billion in federal funds, threatening Arizona highway projects and the jobs that come with them.
 Arizona was placed in an impossible predicament: either learn how to control the weather, or face stiff
 penalties.
 
Thanks to the leadership of the Arizona Department of Environmental Quality, the state has been able to
 stave off the sanctions and is working with the EPA on a long-term plan to reduce particulates. Sen. Jeff
 Flake is working diligently to ensure that EPA’s revised “exceptional events” rule, as it is known, does not
 harm Arizona.
 
The EPA is also at the center of the future of the coal-fired Navajo Generating Plant, which delivers power to
 Arizona ratepayers and to the Central Arizona Project.
 
Once again, the EPA placed Arizona in a terrible spot. Salt River Project, NGS’ operator, was presented two
 undesirable options: Spend hundreds of millions of dollars to install technology at the plant in hopes that it
 would have a substantive effect on visibility at the Grand Canyon and pass muster with the feds, or begin to
 take the plant offline. Either way, Arizona jobs are in peril.
 
So give credit to SRP and its partners in a technical working group for arriving at a responsible counter
 proposal to the EPA that reflects current and future economic and environmental considerations.
 
Under the deal, which will allow for the continued operation of NGS, one of the plant’s units will be shut
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 down by 2020, with the rest of the units getting the retrofit technology by 2030. The closure of the plant
 would be delayed until 2044.
 
It’s a bitter pill. As Rep. Paul Gosar recently wrote, “the closure of the plant and the reduction in productivity
 will result in a reduction in our energy supply and higher costs.” But although it might be the regulatory
 equivalent of kissing your sister, it’s better than pulling the plug now or installing the technology and passing
 on the costs in one fell swoop to power consumers. I agree with Arizona Republic columnist Bob Robb, who
 observed that Arizona stakeholders have “no alternative course with a reasonable prospect of a better
 outcome.”
 
President Obama says he supports an “all-of-the-above” energy policy. But at the White House, “all”
 apparently doesn’t include coal. If it did, we likely wouldn’t be having this conversation on NGS. The
 Kayenta Mine, operated by Peabody Energy and which supplies NGS with coal, employs more than 400
 workers and has generated over $1 billion in royalties to the Hopi and Navajo tribes, a significant economic
 impact now in jeopardy.
 
If only the president could adopt an all-of-the-above strategy for job creation and give his EPA a timeout. 
 
Glenn Hamer is the president and CEO of the Arizona Chamber of Commerce and Industry
 
 
The Arizona Chamber of Commerce and Industry is committed to advancing Arizona's competitive position
 in the global economy by advocating free-market policies that stimulate economic growth and prosperity for
 all Arizonans. http://www.azchamber.com/.  
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From: McKaughan, Colleen
To: Lyons, Ann
Subject: FW: Brief NGS Presentation at the Tucson/Pima County Metropolitan Energy Commission meeting
Date: Friday, November 22, 2013 7:26:00 AM


Should I do this? I could give Anita’s presentation.
 
How’s it going in NY?
 


From: Susanne Cotty [mailto:scotty@pagnet.org] 
Sent: Thursday, November 21, 2013 1:28 PM
To: McKaughan, Colleen
Cc: 'Robert Bulechek'; czucker@pagnet.org
Subject: Brief NGS Presentation at the Tucson/Pima County Metropolitan Energy Commission meeting
 
Colleen,
The Tucson/Pima County Metropolitan Energy Commission (MEC), of which I am a member and
 Secretary,  is considering submitting a letter to the Tucson Mayor and Council and the County Board
 of Supervisors in support of one of the options regarding NOx emission reductions at the Navajo
 Generating Station. Would you be available to give a brief presentation to the Commissioners
 regarding the 3 options for NGS  NOx reductions? The meetings are held at the  Ward III Council


 Office, 1510 E. Grant Road, Tucson, starting at 7:45 a.m.; the next meeting will be Dec. 19th.
 Committee members mentioned that a presentation from various stakeholders (CAP, EPA and
 others) would be helpful in shaping MEC’s position on the issue.
 
A few questions arose at today’s meeting during our initial discussion of the 3 proposals:


·         Will the amount of coal burned for electricity generation (i.e. CO2 production) differ under
 the 3 options? (I know Unit 1 would close in 2019 under the TWG proposal- thus lowering
 coal use but what about the other 2 options?)


·         Provided there are  differences in coal use among options 1 and 2,  what would be the
 differences between the 3 options for short-term (e.g. 10 years)  and long term (20-30
 years) in coal use/CO2 emissions?


·         What is the 5-year deadline for reaching NOx emission limits in the 1st proposal based on ?
 (conditions/equipment at NGS, the Clean Air Act or other factors?)


 


Also, are those displays shown at the open house on Nov. 15th available for viewing? They were very
 helpful in illustrating the differences between the various proposals.
 
Hope to see you at our next MEC meeting.
 
Best wishes,
 
Susanne T. Cotty
 
Senior Air Quality Planner
 
Pima Association of Governments
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Sustainable Environment Program
177 N. Church Ave., Suite 405 (Moving in 2014)
Tucson, AZ 85701
 
(520) 792-1093
 
 'Like PimaCleanAir' on Facebook
 



http://www.facebook.com/PimaCleanAir






From: McKaughan, Colleen
To: Lee, Anita
Subject: FW: Brief NGS Presentation at the Tucson/Pima County Metropolitan Energy Commission meeting
Date: Friday, November 22, 2013 7:30:00 AM


Am I correct in thinking that coal use wouldn’t change under BART and Alternative 1? It only changes
 under the TWG alternative due to the shutdown of 1 unit, but I wanted to make sure I’m not
 missing something.
 
I’ve asked Ann whether I should accept this invitation. If I did, I would use your presentation.
 


From: Susanne Cotty [mailto:scotty@pagnet.org] 
Sent: Thursday, November 21, 2013 1:28 PM
To: McKaughan, Colleen
Cc: 'Robert Bulechek'; czucker@pagnet.org
Subject: Brief NGS Presentation at the Tucson/Pima County Metropolitan Energy Commission meeting
 
Colleen,
The Tucson/Pima County Metropolitan Energy Commission (MEC), of which I am a member and
 Secretary,  is considering submitting a letter to the Tucson Mayor and Council and the County Board
 of Supervisors in support of one of the options regarding NOx emission reductions at the Navajo
 Generating Station. Would you be available to give a brief presentation to the Commissioners
 regarding the 3 options for NGS  NOx reductions? The meetings are held at the  Ward III Council


 Office, 1510 E. Grant Road, Tucson, starting at 7:45 a.m.; the next meeting will be Dec. 19th.
 Committee members mentioned that a presentation from various stakeholders (CAP, EPA and
 others) would be helpful in shaping MEC’s position on the issue.
 
A few questions arose at today’s meeting during our initial discussion of the 3 proposals:


·         Will the amount of coal burned for electricity generation (i.e. CO2 production) differ under
 the 3 options? (I know Unit 1 would close in 2019 under the TWG proposal- thus lowering
 coal use but what about the other 2 options?)


·         Provided there are  differences in coal use among options 1 and 2,  what would be the
 differences between the 3 options for short-term (e.g. 10 years)  and long term (20-30
 years) in coal use/CO2 emissions?


·         What is the 5-year deadline for reaching NOx emission limits in the 1st proposal based on ?
 (conditions/equipment at NGS, the Clean Air Act or other factors?)


 


Also, are those displays shown at the open house on Nov. 15th available for viewing? They were very
 helpful in illustrating the differences between the various proposals.
 
Hope to see you at our next MEC meeting.
 
Best wishes,
 
Susanne T. Cotty
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Senior Air Quality Planner
 
Pima Association of Governments
Sustainable Environment Program
177 N. Church Ave., Suite 405 (Moving in 2014)
Tucson, AZ 85701
 
(520) 792-1093
 
 'Like PimaCleanAir' on Facebook
 



http://www.facebook.com/PimaCleanAir






From: McKaughan, Colleen
To: Brewer, Patricia
Subject: FW: FYI, comment I made on NGS EIS protocol scenarios
Date: Sunday, May 11, 2014 5:30:00 PM


Pat,
 
Here is the comment that Scott sent BOR.
 
Colleen
 


From: Bohning, Scott 
Sent: Friday, May 09, 2014 6:01 PM
To: Lyons, Ann; Lee, Anita; McKaughan, Colleen
Subject: FYI, comment I made on NGS EIS protocol scenarios
 
Ann / Anita / Colleen -
 
Here is text I sent as comment:
 
EPA is concerned that the specification of scenarios prejudges the outcome of EPA’s final action on
 our proposal for BART controls on NGS.  We would like the various protocols to make it clear that a
 decision has not yet been made to adopt one of the Technical Work Group (TWG) alternatives. We
 would also like an acknowledgment that should EPA finalize the proposed BART (SCR on all three
 units), the various scenarios included in this draft protocol, and the EIS based upon them, would not
 be valid. The extended compliance deadline would also not be valid (2023 extended from 2019). We
 recommend that the proposed BART be included as a scenario. We also recommend that the
 relationship of the proposed BART level of emissions with respect to the emissions in the
 “bookends” scenarios be described.
 
- Scott B.
P.S. I will be out of the office starting 5/9, returning 5/19.
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From: McKaughan, Colleen
To: eugeniaquintana@navajo-nsn.gov
Subject: FW: NGS Consultation on August 28, 2013
Date: Friday, August 23, 2013 4:20:00 PM


Did this one work?
 


From: McKaughan, Colleen 
Sent: Friday, August 23, 2013 4:11 PM
To: stephenbetsitty@navajo-nsn.gov; 'Eugenia Quintana'
Cc: Lee, Anita; Overman, Pamela
Subject: NGS Consultation on August 28, 2013
 
Hi, Steve and Eugenia,
 
I wanted to let you know that we have invited DOI to participate in the NGS consultation scheduled


 for August 28th.  Letty Belin and David Palumbo plan to join us in person. I believe the President had
 requested in the past that the federal agencies do a better job of coordinating with each other, and
 it seemed appropriate given DOI’s role as a signatory to the Technical Working Group Agreement
 along with the Navajo Nation.  Jared will also make himself available for a private talk with the
 President if the President would like government to government consultation with EPA alone.
 Please let me know the President’s preference on this matter.
 


We are looking forward to consultation on the 28th between President Shelly, the Regional
 Administrator, and DOI. Thank you for helping to arrange it. I will be joining by phone so I’m sorry
 that I won’t see you in person.
 
 
Colleen W. McKaughan
Associate Director, Air Division
USEPA, Region 9
520-498-0118
mckaughan.colleen@epa.gov
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From: McKaughan, Colleen
To: Jordan, Deborah
Subject: FW: NGS article - Navajo-Hopi Observer
Date: Wednesday, August 14, 2013 10:26:00 AM


FYI
 


From: Glosson, Niloufar 
Sent: Wednesday, August 14, 2013 7:30 AM
To: McKaughan, Colleen; Harris-Bishop, Rusty; Maier, Brent; Lee, Anita; Lyons, Ann
Subject: NGS article - Navajo-Hopi Observer
 
Tuesday, August 13, 2013
Poll suggests 80 percent of Arizonans favor keeping NGS running
Katherine Locke - Reporter
 
PAGE, Ariz. - A poll sponsored by the Arizona Coalition for Water, Energy and Jobs suggests a
majority of Arizonans favor keeping Navajo Generating Station (NGS) up and running.
The poll, conducted by national pollster Magellan Strategies of Colorado, said 80 percent of
 Arizonans
are opposed to the technical working group's "back-room deal-making aimed at the early shut down
of NGS."
The technical working group includes representatives from Salt River Project (SRP) on behalf of itself
and the owners of NGS, the Central Arizona Water Conservation District, the Defense Fund, the
Navajo Nation, the Gila River Indian community, the U.S. Department of Interior and Western
Resource advocates.
SRP will play host to a community meeting on Aug. 15 to discuss the technical working group's
proposal for NGS. The meeting takes place at the Page PERA Club, 445 Haul Road., Page, Ariz. at
5:30 p.m. The meeting is open to the public.
Grant Smedley, SRP's manager of environmental policy and innovation, will explain the proposal,
 which
was submitted to the Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) on July 26.
"We are hoping the open house forum hosted by SRP on Aug. 15 will help educate the local
community and prepare them to participate in the formal EPA comment process which will come
 later
in the fall," said Robert Talbot, NGS plant manager.
The technical group identified emission reduction alternatives for NGS. The group said its proposed
alternative allows the continued operation of NGS, while achieving greater emission reductions than
EPA's proposal issued earlier this year even while committing to cease operation of coal-fired
generation at NGS no later than Dec. 22, 2044.
For some groups that is not soon enough. Black Mesa Water Coalition opposed the NGS lease
agreement extension citing what they called an unreasonable time period allowed for public
 comment
and the lack of data and information disseminated to the public. They also stated the direct impacts
felt by Navajo communities, ranging from social to ecological effects, like the relocation of Black
Mesa families and the severe damage to pristine aquifers.
The group highlighted many environmental concerns and questioned whether the lease agreement



mailto:/O=EXCHANGELABS/OU=EXCHANGE ADMINISTRATIVE GROUP (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/CN=RECIPIENTS/CN=F37EB6F19D09495190CAD9CCA9EE8F62-CMCKAUGH

mailto:Jordan.Deborah@epa.gov





had a plan that would transition from coal jobs to solar and wind energy and would provide long-
term
and sustainable Navajo jobs.
The EPA's Feb. 15 proposal requires the power plant's owners to install new technology to reduce
emissions on all three units at NGS by 2018.8/14/13 Navajo-Hopi Observer | Poll suggests 80percent
 of Arizonans favor keeping NGS running
www.nhonews.com/print.asp?SectionID=1&SubsectionID=795&ArticleID=15637 2/2
The EPA also proposed an alternative that would require the early installation of low nitrogen oxide
burners in exchange for a later date to require the installation of technology to reduce emissions,
selective catalytic reduction (SCR), on one unit per year between 2021 and 2023.
The alternative proposed by the working group would require SRP to shut down one unit at the
 power
plant by January 1, 2020 and put in place reduction emission technology on the remaining units by
2030 - if plant part owners LA Department of Power and Water and Nevada Energy exit in 2019 and
 if
the Navajo Nation chooses not to exercise its option to purchase a portion of the plant's ownership
shares. The Los Angeles water agency and Nevada Energy own about one unit at NGS.
If the Navajo Nation does exercise its right to purchase a portion of the plant's ownership shares, the
working group proposal requires nitrogen oxide emission reductions equivalent to the shutdown of
 one
unit between 2020 and 2030. The owners would have to submit annual plans beginning in 2020
through the end of the lease describing operating scenarios to achieve greater emission reductions
than the EPA's proposed rule.
Under both scenarios, the owners commit to cease operation of conventional coal-fired generation
 at
NGS no later than Dec. 22, 2044.
While some groups find the technical group's alternative proposal vague, Navajo Nation Director of
Communication Erny Zah said that with a complex situation with many variables, it is difficult to
 come
up with a clear path from one point to another.
"This plan says how we are going to get from A to B and this is how we're going to get there,
eventually, whether this happens or this happens or this happens, this is how we're going to get
 from
A to B," Zah said. "The point is that we have a direction to go with, not so much exactly how we're
going to get there because right now there are too many variables."
He added, "This plan outlines that yes, we are concerned with the integrity of the emissions of this
power plant, this is the state of the ownership of the plant currently and here are the different ways
we plan to continue to get the emissions to come out in a higher degree of cleanliness. At the end of
the day, it is still going to end up with SCR's on the units."
U.S. Sen. Jeff Flake said that he appreciated the Department of Interior's willingness to work with a
diverse group of Arizona stakeholder to identify a solution.
"I look forward to learning more about the best elements of the best available retrofit technology
alternative, including those troubling aspects of the proposal that appear unrelated to EPA's regional
haze rulemaking," Flake said. "My hope is that we can find a productive path forward that protects
the many Arizonans who rely on NGS."
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Thanks,


- - Niloufar
_____________________________________________
Niloufar Nazmi Glosson
U. S. Environmental Protection Agency 
D: (415)972-3684| C: 415-328-1143| E: Glosson.niloufar@epa.gov
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From: Jordan, Deborah
To: McKaughan, Colleen
Subject: FW: Navajo Generating Station - TWG
Date: Monday, March 11, 2013 8:34:00 AM


Let’s discuss.  That seems like a long time for us to be there.  I need to be clear
 upfront about how much back and forth we can engage in.
 
From: W Auberle [mailto:wauberle@en3pro.com] 
Sent: Friday, March 08, 2013 5:58 PM
To: Jordan, Deborah
Cc: J Roberts; Barr Kelly J; Karin Wadsack
Subject: Re: Navajo Generating Station - TWG
 
Debbie,
 
I'm very pleased that you will join us.
 
As for our schedule, we will begin with lunch! 
Following, in order, will be a brief welcome, re-statement of purpose, and intros; remarks
 from you (including a likely Q&A); explanation of TWG procedures and
 protocols; discussion of outreach to other interested parties (communications); discussion of
 TWG scope; and planning and scheduling of subsequent meetings.  Necessarily this and
 all meetings will be held to a tight agenda and time allocation.  Given the above, you are
 welcome to depart at anytime (following your remarks, of course).  For your travel planning,
 your direct engagement should end by 3:15. 
 
If you have additional thoughts or questions, please let me know.
 
Bill 
 


On Fri, Mar 8, 2013 at 9:05 AM, Jordan, Deborah <Jordan.Deborah@epa.gov> wrote:
Thank you, Bill.
 
I would be happy to come, and to speak about the BART proposal, the schedule for
 the rule making, etc. 
 
I’m assuming that you wouldn’t want me to stay for the full meeting, given that I can’t
 be part of developing options, which I understand to be the purpose of the group. 
 Could you give me a sense of how you’re going to structure the day so that we might
 determine how my role fits within the meeting and how long I should plan to be
 there?
 
Thanks so much.
 
Debbie
 
From: W Auberle [mailto:wauberle@en3pro.com] 
Sent: Thursday, March 07, 2013 6:10 PM
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To: Jordan, Deborah
Cc: J Roberts; Barr Kelly J; Karin Wadsack


Subject: Navajo Generating Station - TWG
 
Hi Debbie,
 
As you are aware Salt River Project is forming a technical work group to assist with planning
 for the Navajo Generating Station.  Since the requirements of the Clean Air Act as
 administered by EPA are principal drivers of this endeavor, we would like for you to join the
 work group at the first meeting on March 21.  Certainly you can help this group to understand
 (among other things) the scope and schedule of the BART rule making now well underway.
 
I have attached a copy of the invitation that went to several key entities having great interest in
 NGS planning.  If you have any questions about this request/invitation, please call on me.  I
 look forward to seeing you again on the 21st.
 
Bill    
 








From: Jordan, Deborah
To: McKaughan, Colleen
Subject: FW: Navajo Generating Station - TWG
Date: Monday, March 11, 2013 8:34:18 AM


Let’s discuss.  That seems like a long time for us to be there.  I need to be clear
 upfront about how much back and forth we can engage in.
 
From: W Auberle [mailto:wauberle@en3pro.com] 
Sent: Friday, March 08, 2013 5:58 PM
To: Jordan, Deborah
Cc: J Roberts; Barr Kelly J; Karin Wadsack
Subject: Re: Navajo Generating Station - TWG
 
Debbie,
 
I'm very pleased that you will join us.
 
As for our schedule, we will begin with lunch! 
Following, in order, will be a brief welcome, re-statement of purpose, and intros; remarks
 from you (including a likely Q&A); explanation of TWG procedures and
 protocols; discussion of outreach to other interested parties (communications); discussion of
 TWG scope; and planning and scheduling of subsequent meetings.  Necessarily this and
 all meetings will be held to a tight agenda and time allocation.  Given the above, you are
 welcome to depart at anytime (following your remarks, of course).  For your travel planning,
 your direct engagement should end by 3:15. 
 
If you have additional thoughts or questions, please let me know.
 
Bill 
 


On Fri, Mar 8, 2013 at 9:05 AM, Jordan, Deborah <Jordan.Deborah@epa.gov> wrote:
Thank you, Bill.
 
I would be happy to come, and to speak about the BART proposal, the schedule for
 the rule making, etc. 
 
I’m assuming that you wouldn’t want me to stay for the full meeting, given that I can’t
 be part of developing options, which I understand to be the purpose of the group. 
 Could you give me a sense of how you’re going to structure the day so that we might
 determine how my role fits within the meeting and how long I should plan to be
 there?
 
Thanks so much.
 
Debbie
 
From: W Auberle [mailto:wauberle@en3pro.com] 
Sent: Thursday, March 07, 2013 6:10 PM



mailto:/O=EXCHANGELABS/OU=EXCHANGE ADMINISTRATIVE GROUP (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/CN=RECIPIENTS/CN=B3DBF2D18EC74D249D23EF5B7791E02B-DJORDAN

mailto:McKaughan.Colleen@epa.gov

mailto:Jordan.Deborah@epa.gov

mailto:wauberle@en3pro.com





To: Jordan, Deborah
Cc: J Roberts; Barr Kelly J; Karin Wadsack


Subject: Navajo Generating Station - TWG
 
Hi Debbie,
 
As you are aware Salt River Project is forming a technical work group to assist with planning
 for the Navajo Generating Station.  Since the requirements of the Clean Air Act as
 administered by EPA are principal drivers of this endeavor, we would like for you to join the
 work group at the first meeting on March 21.  Certainly you can help this group to understand
 (among other things) the scope and schedule of the BART rule making now well underway.
 
I have attached a copy of the invitation that went to several key entities having great interest in
 NGS planning.  If you have any questions about this request/invitation, please call on me.  I
 look forward to seeing you again on the 21st.
 
Bill    
 








From: PerezSullivan, Margot
To: McKaughan, Colleen
Subject: FW: News Release: EPA"s Latest Proposal for Navajo Generating Station Cuts Emissions, Protects Health
Date: Wednesday, September 25, 2013 3:31:59 PM


 
 
Margot Perez-Sullivan
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency 
D: 415.947.4149 C: 415.412.1115 E:perezsullivan.margot@epa.gov   
 
From: U.S. EPA [mailto:usaepa@service.govdelivery.com] 
Sent: Wednesday, September 25, 2013 3:16 PM
To: PerezSullivan, Margot
Subject: News Release: EPA's Latest Proposal for Navajo Generating Station Cuts Emissions, Protects Health
 
For Immediate Release: September 25, 2013


 EPA's Latest Proposal for Navajo Generating Station Cuts Emissions, Protects Health


SAN FRANCISCO – Today, the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency announced a supplemental
 proposal to reduce emissions from Navajo Generating Station (NGS), one of the largest sources
 of harmful nitrogen oxide (NOx) emissions in the country. The 2,250 megawatt power coal-fired
 power plant is located on the Navajo Nation, less than 20 miles from the Grand Canyon, near
 Page, Arizona and the Utah state line.


On February 5, EPA issued a proposal to reduce by 73 percent the visibility impacts of NGS on
 eleven National Parks and Wilderness Areas. As part of that proposal, EPA asked the public to
 submit alternative scenarios that would achieve greater visibility benefits through different
 mechanisms. In response, a coalition of stakeholders from various sectors developed and
 submitted to EPA an alternative that establishes a lifetime cap in NOx emissions, accommodates
 different future ownership scenarios, and ensures greater emission reductions than EPA’s initial
 proposal.


The coalition, known as the Technical Work Group (TWG), is composed of the Central Arizona
 Water Conservation District, the Environmental Defense Fund, the Gila River Indian Community,
 Navajo Nation, the Salt River Project Agricultural Improvement District, the Department of the
 Interior and Western Resources Advocates.


Today’s supplemental proposal adds TWG’s alternative as a third option now available for public
 comment prior to final agency action. EPA conducted a rigorous review of the TWG alternative to
 ensure that it meets the requirements of the Clean Air Act.


“These creative alternatives achieve greater emissions reductions at NGS while giving tribes and
 owners more flexibility,” said Jared Blumenfeld, EPA’s Regional Administrator for the Pacific
 Southwest. “This is good news for visitors to national parks and for public health.”


NGS is co-owned by the U.S. Bureau of Reclamation, Salt River Project, Los Angeles Department
 of Water and Power, Arizona Public Service, Nevada Power Company and Tucson Electric
 Power. 


Although not formally part of the today’s action, the TWG plan also includes commitments by the
 U.S. Department of the Interior to achieve 80 percent clean energy for the federal share in NGS
 by 2035, and to complete a study on renewable energy options for the plant by the National
 Renewable Energy Laboratory. The TWG plan also includes a guarantee that the environmental
 review for NGS will consider clean energy generation options.
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EPA is requesting comment by January 6, 2014, on today’s supplemental proposal and the initial
 February proposal. The public will have five opportunities to attend open houses and public
 hearings in Arizona during the week of November 12:


November 12: LeChee, Ariz.


Open House/Hearing: 10 a.m. – 1 p.m.


LeChee Chapter House


(Coppermine Road, 3 miles south of Page)


 


November 12: Page, Ariz.


Open House: 3 p.m. – 5 p.m., Public Hearing: 6 p.m. – 9 p.m.


Page High School Cultural Arts Building,


434 Lake Powell Blvd.


 


November 13: Kykotsmovi Village


Open House: 3 p.m. – 5 p.m., Public Hearing: 6 p.m. – 9 p.m.


Hopi Day School


Quarter-mile East Main Street


 


November 14: Phoenix, Ariz.


Open House: 3 p.m. – 5 p.m., Public Hearing: 6 p.m. – 10 p.m.


Phoenix Convention Center


100 North 3rd Street


 


November 15: Tucson, Ariz.


Open House: 3 p.m. – 5 p.m., Public Hearing: 6 p.m. – 9 p.m.


Pima Community College West Campus


Proscenium Theatre, Center for the Arts Building


(2 miles west of I-10 on St. Mary’s Road)


 


 For additional information on the proposed rulemaking and opportunities to provide input, please
 go to: http://www.epa.gov/region9/air/navajo/index.html#proposed



http://www.epa.gov/region9/air/navajo/index.html#proposed
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From: Lee, Anita
To: McKaughan, Colleen
Subject: FW: Note from Black Mesa Trust
Date: Tuesday, October 22, 2013 1:17:28 PM


Hi Colleen,
 
Poor Jackie Hayes (in CED) has been playing middle man – Vernon has been contacting her to get
 emails to Jared (I have no idea why). Anyway, I plan to respond directly to Vernon’s email below,
 asking:
 
Now that EPA has added TWG alternative as another option to meet requirement of CAA, what is the
 revised timeline for EPA rule-making?  When can we expect EPA to make a final decision?
 
Basically, I would just say something like:
 
“We do not have a specific timeline for taking final action. Our current milestones include:
 
Nov 12-15, 2013 – Public Hearings at five different locations in Arizona
Jan 6, 2014 – Close of Public Comment Period
 
Although we do not have a specific timeframe for taking final action, after the close of the comment
 period, we plan to work expeditiously to review and respond to all comments in preparation for
 taking final action.”
 
Does that sound ok? Anything else we should say?
 
Thanks!
Anita
 
Anita Lee, PhD
Environmental Scientist
US EPA, Air Division, Planning Office (Air-2)
75 Hawthorne Street
San Francisco, CA 94105
(415) 972-3958
 
 
 


From: hayes, jacquelyn 
Sent: Tuesday, October 22, 2013 12:56 PM
To: Lee, Anita
Cc: Heller, Zoe; Reyes, Deldi; Ebbert, Laura; Overman, Pamela
Subject: FW: Note from Black Mesa Trust
 
Hi Anita,
 
Vernon has a couple questions about the proposed rule-making for the Navajo Generating Station.
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 Please see his email below. Is there any information we can share with him about the timeline? I didn’t
 check the website, so please let me know if the timeline is posted there.
 
Thanks so much for your help,
 
Jackie
 
 
--------------------------------------------------
Jacquelyn Hayes, MPH, CPH
US EPA Region 9
75 Hawthorne St., CED-4
San Francisco, CA  94105
Email: hayes.jacquelyn@epa.gov
Phone: 415-972-3259
 
From: kuuyi@aol.com [mailto:kuuyi@aol.com] 
Sent: Tuesday, October 22, 2013 12:07 PM
To: hayes, jacquelyn
Subject: Re: Note from Black Mesa Trust
 
Jared, 
 
Now that EPA has added TWG alternative as another option to meet requirement of CAA, what is the
 revised timeline for EPA rule-making?  When can we expect EPA to make a final decision?
I appreciate if you can  try and answer these questions.
 
Thank you,
 
Vernon Masayesva


-----Original Message-----
From: hayes, jacquelyn <hayes.jacquelyn@epa.gov>
To: kuuyi <kuuyi@aol.com>
Cc: Heller, Zoe <Heller.Zoe@epa.gov>; Ebbert, Laura <Ebbert.Laura@epa.gov>; Reyes, Deldi
 <Reyes.Deldi@epa.gov>; Overman, Pamela <Overman.Pamela@epa.gov>; Lee, Anita
 <Lee.Anita@epa.gov>
Sent: Mon, Oct 21, 2013 10:38 am
Subject: RE: Note from Black Mesa Trust


Good Morning,
 
A draft of the supplemental proposed rule is available on our website:
 http://www.epa.gov/region9/air/navajo/index.html#proposed. The proposed rule will be published in the
 Federal Register tomorrow. Our website will subsequently be updated to include the official FR version of
 the proposal.
 
Please let us know if you need more information.
 
Thank you,
 
Jackie
 
 
--------------------------------------------------
Jacquelyn Hayes, MPH, CPH
US EPA Region 9
75 Hawthorne St., CED-4
San Francisco, CA  94105
Email: hayes.jacquelyn@epa.gov
Phone: 415-972-3259
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From: hayes, jacquelyn 
Sent: Monday, October 21, 2013 9:35 AM
To: 'kuuyi@aol.com'
Cc: Heller, Zoe; Ebbert, Laura; Reyes, Deldi; Overman, Pamela
Subject: RE: Note from Black Mesa Trust
 
Good Morning,
 
Thank you for your email. I apologize for the delayed response. I was out of the office for the last three
 weeks and am getting caught up on my emails.
 
I have forwarded your message to Laura Ebbert, Pamela Overman, and Zoe Heller, who will be able to
 assist with your request.
 
Thank you,
 
Jackie
 
 
--------------------------------------------------
Jacquelyn Hayes, MPH, CPH
US EPA Region 9
75 Hawthorne St., CED-4
San Francisco, CA  94105
Email: hayes.jacquelyn@epa.gov
Phone: 415-972-3259
 
From: kuuyi@aol.com [mailto:kuuyi@aol.com] 
Sent: Wednesday, October 16, 2013 8:27 PM
To: hayes, jacquelyn
Subject: Note from Black Mesa Trust
 
Jacquelyn please give to Jared Blumenfeld:
 
October 16, 2013
 
Jared,
 
I would like to have the information on the supplemental visibility rule for NGS that incorporates some of
 the TWG recommendations.   I need to sutdy the details to prepare for the up-coming EPA hearing on
 BART to take place on Hopi Nov. 13, 2013.
 
Thank you,
 
Vernon Masayesva
Director, Black Mesa Trust
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From: McKaughan, Colleen
To: Ryerson.Teddy; Heller, Zoe
Cc: Ebbert, Laura; Overman, Pamela
Subject: FW: Response to President Shelly Request for NGS Consultation
Date: Monday, July 22, 2013 10:00:00 AM


Will this date work for Jared?  This would be for NGS consultation.
 


From: Eugenia Quintana [mailto:eugeniaquintana@navajo-nsn.gov] 
Sent: Monday, July 22, 2013 7:27 AM
To: McKaughan, Colleen
Subject: FW: Response to President Shelly Request for NGS Consultation
 
Hi Colleen:
 


Will August 15th work for Jared?
 
Alberta Laughing replied that August 15 would work for President Shelly.
 
Thanks.
 
Eugenia
 


From: McKaughan, Colleen [mailto:McKaughan.Colleen@epa.gov] 
Sent: Tuesday, July 09, 2013 11:44 AM
To: Eugenia Quintana
Subject: Re: Response to President Shelly Request for NGS Consultation
 
I'd be glad to.


From: Eugenia Quintana <eugeniaquintana@navajo-nsn.gov>
Sent: Tuesday, July 09, 2013 8:28:17 AM
To: McKaughan, Colleen
Subject: RE: Response to President Shelly Request for NGS Consultation
 
Hi Colleen:
 
Steve said he would like to look at a later date for this consultation and he asked me to check with
 Alberta regarding President Shelly’s availability in mid-august or other dates.
 
Can you check with Jared’s schedule also?
 
Thanks, Colleen.
 
eugenia
 


From: McKaughan, Colleen [mailto:McKaughan.Colleen@epa.gov] 
Sent: Monday, July 08, 2013 5:49 PM
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To: Stephen B. Etsitty; Eugenia Quintana
Cc: Lee, Anita
Subject: RE: Response to President Shelly Request for NGS Consultation
 
Hi, Steve and Eugenia,
 


I wanted to check in to see whether the President still wants to do NGS consultation on July 25th or


 26th. If you don’t have an answer yet, I’ll check back later. I’m going to San Francisco tomorrow for
 the presentation on the alternative.
 
Colleen
 


From: McKaughan, Colleen 
Sent: Thursday, June 27, 2013 3:15 PM
To: stephenbetsitty@navajo-nsn.gov; eugeniaquintana@navajo-nsn.gov
Cc: Lee, Anita
Subject: RE: Response to President Shelly Request for NGS Consultation
 
Thanks, Steve.
 
We will wait to hear from you next week.
 
Colleen
 


From: Stephen B. Etsitty [mailto:stephenbetsitty@navajo-nsn.gov] 
Sent: Thursday, June 27, 2013 3:05 PM
To: McKaughan, Colleen; eugeniaquintana@navajo-nsn.gov
Cc: Lee, Anita
Subject: Re: Response to President Shelly Request for NGS Consultation
 
Hello, Thank you for the reply.
 
We do need to reconsider the scheduled July meeting date in light of the extension of the Public
 Comment period to October 4, 2013.
 
Let me get back to you next week, after I discuss the opportunity to reschedule the July consultation
 with President Shelly and others involved in the development of our comments.
 
SBE 


Sent from my BlackBerry 10 smartphone on the Verizon Wireless 4G LTE network.


From: McKaughan, Colleen
Sent: Thursday, June 27, 2013 3:41 PM
To: Stephen B. Etsitty; Eugenia Quintana
Cc: Lee, Anita
Subject: Response to President Shelly Request for NGS Consultation
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Hi, Steve and Eugenia,
 
Here is a copy of the letter that EPA is sending to President Shelly in response to his request for
 consultation on NGS. I believe we originally discussed this time frame because we were going to
 schedule the hearings in the latter part of July. As you have probably heard, we are extending the
 public comment period from August 5, 2013 to October 5, 2013 at the request of SRP and the
 Technical Working Group, of which the Navajo Nation is a member. This means that the hearings
 will not take place in July or August.  We have time reserved on Jared’s calendar in July for
 consultation with President Shelly. Please let us know if the President would prefer consultation at a
 different time, now that the hearings are going to be postponed.
 
I will send you a copy of the notice extending the public comment period in a separate email for your
 files.
 
Colleen
 
 
 








From: Eugenia Quintana
To: McKaughan, Colleen
Subject: FW: Response to President Shelly Request for NGS Consultation
Date: Monday, July 22, 2013 7:27:19 AM


Hi Colleen:
 


Will August 15th work for Jared?
 
Alberta Laughing replied that August 15 would work for President Shelly.
 
Thanks.
 
Eugenia
 


From: McKaughan, Colleen [mailto:McKaughan.Colleen@epa.gov] 
Sent: Tuesday, July 09, 2013 11:44 AM
To: Eugenia Quintana
Subject: Re: Response to President Shelly Request for NGS Consultation
 
I'd be glad to.


From: Eugenia Quintana <eugeniaquintana@navajo-nsn.gov>
Sent: Tuesday, July 09, 2013 8:28:17 AM
To: McKaughan, Colleen
Subject: RE: Response to President Shelly Request for NGS Consultation
 
Hi Colleen:
 
Steve said he would like to look at a later date for this consultation and he asked me to check with
 Alberta regarding President Shelly’s availability in mid-august or other dates.
 
Can you check with Jared’s schedule also?
 
Thanks, Colleen.
 
eugenia
 


From: McKaughan, Colleen [mailto:McKaughan.Colleen@epa.gov] 
Sent: Monday, July 08, 2013 5:49 PM
To: Stephen B. Etsitty; Eugenia Quintana
Cc: Lee, Anita
Subject: RE: Response to President Shelly Request for NGS Consultation
 
Hi, Steve and Eugenia,
 


I wanted to check in to see whether the President still wants to do NGS consultation on July 25th or
th
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 26 . If you don’t have an answer yet, I’ll check back later. I’m going to San Francisco tomorrow for
 the presentation on the alternative.
 
Colleen
 


From: McKaughan, Colleen 
Sent: Thursday, June 27, 2013 3:15 PM
To: stephenbetsitty@navajo-nsn.gov; eugeniaquintana@navajo-nsn.gov
Cc: Lee, Anita
Subject: RE: Response to President Shelly Request for NGS Consultation
 
Thanks, Steve.
 
We will wait to hear from you next week.
 
Colleen
 


From: Stephen B. Etsitty [mailto:stephenbetsitty@navajo-nsn.gov] 
Sent: Thursday, June 27, 2013 3:05 PM
To: McKaughan, Colleen; eugeniaquintana@navajo-nsn.gov
Cc: Lee, Anita
Subject: Re: Response to President Shelly Request for NGS Consultation
 
Hello, Thank you for the reply.
 
We do need to reconsider the scheduled July meeting date in light of the extension of the Public
 Comment period to October 4, 2013.
 
Let me get back to you next week, after I discuss the opportunity to reschedule the July consultation
 with President Shelly and others involved in the development of our comments.
 
SBE 


Sent from my BlackBerry 10 smartphone on the Verizon Wireless 4G LTE network.


From: McKaughan, Colleen
Sent: Thursday, June 27, 2013 3:41 PM
To: Stephen B. Etsitty; Eugenia Quintana
Cc: Lee, Anita
Subject: Response to President Shelly Request for NGS Consultation
 
 
Hi, Steve and Eugenia,
 
Here is a copy of the letter that EPA is sending to President Shelly in response to his request for
 consultation on NGS. I believe we originally discussed this time frame because we were going to
 schedule the hearings in the latter part of July. As you have probably heard, we are extending the
 public comment period from August 5, 2013 to October 5, 2013 at the request of SRP and the
 Technical Working Group, of which the Navajo Nation is a member. This means that the hearings
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 will not take place in July or August.  We have time reserved on Jared’s calendar in July for
 consultation with President Shelly. Please let us know if the President would prefer consultation at a
 different time, now that the hearings are going to be postponed.
 
I will send you a copy of the notice extending the public comment period in a separate email for your
 files.
 
Colleen
 
 
 








From: McKaughan, Colleen
To: Lee, Anita; Lyons, Ann
Cc: Jordan, Deborah
Subject: FW: Response to President Shelly Request for NGS Consultation
Date: Monday, July 22, 2013 10:06:00 AM


FYI - I’m checking with the 18th floor.
 


From: Eugenia Quintana [mailto:eugeniaquintana@navajo-nsn.gov] 
Sent: Monday, July 22, 2013 7:27 AM
To: McKaughan, Colleen
Subject: FW: Response to President Shelly Request for NGS Consultation
 
Hi Colleen:
 


Will August 15th work for Jared?
 
Alberta Laughing replied that August 15 would work for President Shelly.
 
Thanks.
 
Eugenia
 


From: McKaughan, Colleen [mailto:McKaughan.Colleen@epa.gov] 
Sent: Tuesday, July 09, 2013 11:44 AM
To: Eugenia Quintana
Subject: Re: Response to President Shelly Request for NGS Consultation
 
I'd be glad to.


From: Eugenia Quintana <eugeniaquintana@navajo-nsn.gov>
Sent: Tuesday, July 09, 2013 8:28:17 AM
To: McKaughan, Colleen
Subject: RE: Response to President Shelly Request for NGS Consultation
 
Hi Colleen:
 
Steve said he would like to look at a later date for this consultation and he asked me to check with
 Alberta regarding President Shelly’s availability in mid-august or other dates.
 
Can you check with Jared’s schedule also?
 
Thanks, Colleen.
 
eugenia
 


From: McKaughan, Colleen [mailto:McKaughan.Colleen@epa.gov] 
Sent: Monday, July 08, 2013 5:49 PM
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To: Stephen B. Etsitty; Eugenia Quintana
Cc: Lee, Anita
Subject: RE: Response to President Shelly Request for NGS Consultation
 
Hi, Steve and Eugenia,
 


I wanted to check in to see whether the President still wants to do NGS consultation on July 25th or


 26th. If you don’t have an answer yet, I’ll check back later. I’m going to San Francisco tomorrow for
 the presentation on the alternative.
 
Colleen
 


From: McKaughan, Colleen 
Sent: Thursday, June 27, 2013 3:15 PM
To: stephenbetsitty@navajo-nsn.gov; eugeniaquintana@navajo-nsn.gov
Cc: Lee, Anita
Subject: RE: Response to President Shelly Request for NGS Consultation
 
Thanks, Steve.
 
We will wait to hear from you next week.
 
Colleen
 


From: Stephen B. Etsitty [mailto:stephenbetsitty@navajo-nsn.gov] 
Sent: Thursday, June 27, 2013 3:05 PM
To: McKaughan, Colleen; eugeniaquintana@navajo-nsn.gov
Cc: Lee, Anita
Subject: Re: Response to President Shelly Request for NGS Consultation
 
Hello, Thank you for the reply.
 
We do need to reconsider the scheduled July meeting date in light of the extension of the Public
 Comment period to October 4, 2013.
 
Let me get back to you next week, after I discuss the opportunity to reschedule the July consultation
 with President Shelly and others involved in the development of our comments.
 
SBE 


Sent from my BlackBerry 10 smartphone on the Verizon Wireless 4G LTE network.


From: McKaughan, Colleen
Sent: Thursday, June 27, 2013 3:41 PM
To: Stephen B. Etsitty; Eugenia Quintana
Cc: Lee, Anita
Subject: Response to President Shelly Request for NGS Consultation
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Hi, Steve and Eugenia,
 
Here is a copy of the letter that EPA is sending to President Shelly in response to his request for
 consultation on NGS. I believe we originally discussed this time frame because we were going to
 schedule the hearings in the latter part of July. As you have probably heard, we are extending the
 public comment period from August 5, 2013 to October 5, 2013 at the request of SRP and the
 Technical Working Group, of which the Navajo Nation is a member. This means that the hearings
 will not take place in July or August.  We have time reserved on Jared’s calendar in July for
 consultation with President Shelly. Please let us know if the President would prefer consultation at a
 different time, now that the hearings are going to be postponed.
 
I will send you a copy of the notice extending the public comment period in a separate email for your
 files.
 
Colleen
 
 
 








From: Harris-Bishop, Rusty
To: McKaughan, Colleen; Glosson, Niloufar
Subject: FW: SRP Request for Delay on Navajo Generating Station
Date: Friday, June 21, 2013 4:05:47 PM


Has this been formally submitted to EPA to request a delay in the decision?


Rusty
 


From: Fonseca, Felicia [mailto:ffonseca@ap.org] 
Sent: Friday, June 21, 2013 4:03 PM
To: Harris-Bishop, Rusty
Subject: SRP Request for Delay on Navajo Generating Station
 
Hey Rusty.
Do you  know what’s going on with this? Did SRP request a delay from EPA? If so, when. Is there a document
 that has that request?
Thanks.
Felicia
 


From: Refugio Mata [mailto:refugio.mata@sierraclub.org] 
Sent: Friday, June 21, 2013 3:59 PM
To: Fonseca, Felicia
Subject: SIERRA CLUB Issues Statement on SRP Request for Delay on Navajo Generating Station
 


FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE
June 21, 2013
Contact: Bill Corcoran, (310) 490-3419


View as webpage


ARIZONA – The Sierra Club responds to SRP requesting delay on a plan for the Navajo
 Generating Station.


In response, Bill Corcoran, Western Regional Campaign Director for the Sierra Club’s
 Beyond Coal to Clean Energy Campaign released the following statement:


"The Sierra Club participated in several meetings of the Technical Working Group, which has
 discussed possible alternative approaches to cleaning up the dirty haze pollution produced by the
 massive Navajo Generating Station coal plant” said Bill Corcoran, Western Regional Campaign
 Director for the Sierra Club’s Beyond Coal to Clean Energy Campaign. “The Sierra Club left the
 discussions after the group failed to seriously consider any options to reduce haze pollution that
 followed the safeguards of the Clean Air Act.”


“The group has had months to develop a proposal; therefore, before any delay is granted, it should
 demonstrate to the EPA that it has an alternative that follows the law” continued Corcoran. “The
 EPA has previously delayed its rule to clean up haze pollution from Navajo Generating Station and
 giving still more time to SRP unnecessarily threatens human health and the cleanup of the world-
renowned Grand Canyon National Park. Other utilities have figured out how to reduce regional
 haze pollution. SRP should get on with the job and stop delaying."


###
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From: McKaughan, Colleen
To: Lee, Anita; Lyons, Ann
Subject: FW: SRP Request for Delay on Navajo Generating Station
Date: Monday, June 24, 2013 8:58:00 AM


I sent a copy of the letter to the environmental groups. Apparently this is their reaction. I told Rusty that we
 can extend the public comment period at our discretion.
 


From: Harris-Bishop, Rusty 
Sent: Friday, June 21, 2013 4:06 PM
To: McKaughan, Colleen; Glosson, Niloufar
Subject: FW: SRP Request for Delay on Navajo Generating Station
 
Has this been formally submitted to EPA to request a delay in the decision?


Rusty
 


From: Fonseca, Felicia [mailto:ffonseca@ap.org] 
Sent: Friday, June 21, 2013 4:03 PM
To: Harris-Bishop, Rusty
Subject: SRP Request for Delay on Navajo Generating Station
 
Hey Rusty.
Do you  know what’s going on with this? Did SRP request a delay from EPA? If so, when. Is there a document
 that has that request?
Thanks.
Felicia
 


From: Refugio Mata [mailto:refugio.mata@sierraclub.org] 
Sent: Friday, June 21, 2013 3:59 PM
To: Fonseca, Felicia
Subject: SIERRA CLUB Issues Statement on SRP Request for Delay on Navajo Generating Station
 


FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE
June 21, 2013
Contact: Bill Corcoran, (310) 490-3419


View as webpage


ARIZONA – The Sierra Club responds to SRP requesting delay on a plan for the Navajo
 Generating Station.


In response, Bill Corcoran, Western Regional Campaign Director for the Sierra Club’s
 Beyond Coal to Clean Energy Campaign released the following statement:


"The Sierra Club participated in several meetings of the Technical Working Group, which has
 discussed possible alternative approaches to cleaning up the dirty haze pollution produced by the
 massive Navajo Generating Station coal plant” said Bill Corcoran, Western Regional Campaign
 Director for the Sierra Club’s Beyond Coal to Clean Energy Campaign. “The Sierra Club left the
 discussions after the group failed to seriously consider any options to reduce haze pollution that
 followed the safeguards of the Clean Air Act.”


“The group has had months to develop a proposal; therefore, before any delay is granted, it should
 demonstrate to the EPA that it has an alternative that follows the law” continued Corcoran. “The
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 EPA has previously delayed its rule to clean up haze pollution from Navajo Generating Station and
 giving still more time to SRP unnecessarily threatens human health and the cleanup of the world-
renowned Grand Canyon National Park. Other utilities have figured out how to reduce regional
 haze pollution. SRP should get on with the job and stop delaying."


###
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From: Tiki Lawson
To: Tiki Lawson
Subject: FYI - EPA"s Latest Proposal for Navajo Generating Station
Date: Thursday, September 26, 2013 11:44:58 AM
Attachments: ATT00001.txt


 
News Release: EPA's Latest Proposal for Navajo Generating Station Cuts Emissions, Protects
 Health
09/25/2013


For Immediate Release: September 25, 2013


 EPA's Latest Proposal for Navajo Generating Station Cuts Emissions, Protects
 Health


SAN FRANCISCO – Today, the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency announced a
 supplemental proposal to reduce emissions from Navajo Generating Station (NGS),
 one of the largest sources of harmful nitrogen oxide (NOx) emissions in the country.
 The 2,250 megawatt power coal-fired power plant is located on the Navajo Nation,
 less than 20 miles from the Grand Canyon, near Page, Arizona and the Utah state
 line.


On February 5, EPA issued a proposal to reduce by 73 percent the visibility impacts
 of NGS on eleven National Parks and Wilderness Areas. As part of that proposal,
 EPA asked the public to submit alternative scenarios that would achieve greater
 visibility benefits through different mechanisms. In response, a coalition of
 stakeholders from various sectors developed and submitted to EPA an alternative
 that establishes a lifetime cap in NOx emissions, accommodates different future
 ownership scenarios, and ensures greater emission reductions than EPA’s initial
 proposal.


The coalition, known as the Technical Work Group (TWG), is composed of the
 Central Arizona Water Conservation District, the Environmental Defense Fund, the
 Gila River Indian Community, Navajo Nation, the Salt River Project Agricultural
 Improvement District, the Department of the Interior and Western Resources
 Advocates.


Today’s supplemental proposal adds TWG’s alternative as a third option now
 available for public comment prior to final agency action. EPA conducted a rigorous
 review of the TWG alternative to ensure that it meets the requirements of the Clean
 Air Act.


“These creative alternatives achieve greater emissions reductions at NGS while
 giving tribes and owners more flexibility,” said Jared Blumenfeld, EPA’s Regional
 Administrator for the Pacific Southwest. “This is good news for visitors to national
 parks and for public health.”


NGS is co-owned by the U.S. Bureau of Reclamation, Salt River Project, Los Angeles
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 Department of Water and Power, Arizona Public Service, Nevada Power Company
 and Tucson Electric Power. 


Although not formally part of the today’s action, the TWG plan also includes
 commitments by the U.S. Department of the Interior to achieve 80 percent clean
 energy for the federal share in NGS by 2035, and to complete a study on renewable
 energy options for the plant by the National Renewable Energy Laboratory. The
 TWG plan also includes a guarantee that the environmental review for NGS will
 consider clean energy generation options.


EPA is requesting comment by January 6, 2014, on today’s supplemental proposal
 and the initial February proposal. The public will have five opportunities to attend
 open houses and public hearings in Arizona during the week of November 12:


November 12: LeChee, Ariz.


Open House/Hearing: 10 a.m. – 1 p.m.


LeChee Chapter House


(Coppermine Road, 3 miles south of Page)


 


November 12: Page, Ariz.


Open House: 3 p.m. – 5 p.m., Public Hearing: 6 p.m. – 9 p.m.


Page High School Cultural Arts Building,


434 Lake Powell Blvd.


 


November 13: Kykotsmovi Village


Open House: 3 p.m. – 5 p.m., Public Hearing: 6 p.m. – 9 p.m.


Hopi Day School


Quarter-mile East Main Street


 


November 14: Phoenix, Ariz.


Open House: 3 p.m. – 5 p.m., Public Hearing: 6 p.m. – 10
 p.m.


Phoenix Convention Center







100 North 3rd Street


 


November 15: Tucson, Ariz.


Open House: 3 p.m. – 5 p.m., Public Hearing: 6 p.m. – 9 p.m.


Pima Community College West Campus


Proscenium Theatre, Center for the Arts Building


(2 miles west of I-10 on St. Mary’s Road)


 


 For additional information on the proposed rulemaking and opportunities to provide
 input, please go to: http://www.epa.gov/region9/air/navajo/index.html#proposed


Media Contact: Margot Perez-Sullivan, perezsullivan.margot@epa.gov


 
 
PAGsignature


_________________________


Tiki Lawson
Records Clerk / Secretary
 
177 N. Church Ave., Suite 405
Tucson, AZ  85701
 
Tel:  (520) 792-1093
Fax: (520) 620-6981
 
www.pagnet.org
www.rtamobility.com
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From: Bohning, Scott
To: Lyons, Ann; Lee, Anita; McKaughan, Colleen
Subject: FYI, comment I made on NGS EIS protocol scenarios
Date: Friday, May 09, 2014 6:00:54 PM


Ann / Anita / Colleen -
 
Here is text I sent as comment:
 
EPA is concerned that the specification of scenarios prejudges the outcome of EPA’s final action on
 our proposal for BART controls on NGS.  We would like the various protocols to make it clear that a
 decision has not yet been made to adopt one of the Technical Work Group (TWG) alternatives. We
 would also like an acknowledgment that should EPA finalize the proposed BART (SCR on all three
 units), the various scenarios included in this draft protocol, and the EIS based upon them, would not
 be valid. The extended compliance deadline would also not be valid (2023 extended from 2019). We
 recommend that the proposed BART be included as a scenario. We also recommend that the
 relationship of the proposed BART level of emissions with respect to the emissions in the
 “bookends” scenarios be described.
 
- Scott B.
P.S. I will be out of the office starting 5/9, returning 5/19.
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From: maier.brent@epa.gov by E&E Publishing
To: McKaughan, Colleen; PerezSullivan, Margot; Maier, Brent
Subject: From Greenwire -- AIR POLLUTION: EPA lends backing to Navajo haze plan alternative
Date: Monday, October 21, 2013 11:27:48 AM


E-mail this story, sponsored by America's Natural Gas.
This Greenwire story was sent to you by: maier.brent@epa.gov


Greenwire


AN E&E PUBLISHING SERVICE


AIR POLLUTION: EPA lends backing to Navajo haze plan
 alternative  (Monday, October 21, 2013)


Jason Plautz, E&E reporter


U.S. EPA officials are getting behind a pollution reduction plan by the operators of the largest


 coal-fired power plant in the West, saying it will achieve more progress than a previous


 federal proposal.


In July, a Technical Working Group (TWG) of Native American leaders, conservationists and


 owners of the 2,250-megawatt Navajo Generating Station within the Navajo Nation in Arizona


 proposed a plan that would shut down one coal-fired unit by 2020 and install new pollution


 controls on the remaining two units by 2030.


Eventually, it would end all coal power generation at the plant by 2044 (Greenwire, July 26).


It's one of several plans designed to reduce regional haze, which EPA says is dirtying air and


 reducing visibility at Grand Canyon National Park. Supporters have said that the TWG plan is


 even better than ones proposed by the federal government, which would have required that


 operators install selective catalytic reduction technology on all three of the plant's units by


 2018.


In a supplemental notice set to be published in the Federal Register, EPA appears to concur,


 saying the TWG proposal "achieves greater reasonable progress than EPA's proposed [Best


 Available Retrofit Technology] determination towards the national visibility goal."


That plan, EPA said, would maintain nitrogen oxide emissions below a cap from 2009 to 2044


 and would ensure greater emissions reductions than EPA's original proposal.


The notice also requests comments on the TWG plan and EPA's previously announced BART


 plan by Jan. 6, 2014, and establishes a schedule for five public hearings in Arizona on the


 plans, starting with one Nov. 12 in LeChee. Four more will follow in Page, Kykotsmovi Village,


 Phoenix and Tucson.
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The notice backs up previous comments by EPA officials regarding the TWG alternative.


 Administrator Gina McCarthy was optimistic about the plan last month and called it a


 "significant step forward" (Greenwire, Sept. 24).


Jared Blumenfeld, EPA's regional administrator for Region 9, said in September that "these


 creative alternatives achieve greater emissions reductions at NGS while giving tribes and


 owners more flexibility."


The NGS reduction plan has proved to be one of the most controversial as EPA works to


 reduce haze pollution across the West. Pro-coal groups say they want to see coal burning


 continue on the site indefinitely (Greenwire, Aug. 5). And although Navajo Nation President


 Ben Shelly is on board with the plan, many Native Americans worry about the economic


 ramifications of a plant closure.


Want to read more stories like this?


Click here to start a free trial to E&E -- the best way to track policy and markets.


ABOUT GREENWIRE


Greenwire is written and produced by the staff of E&amp;E Publishing, LLC. The one-stop


 source for those who need to stay on top of all of today's major energy and environmental


 action with an average of more than 20 stories a day, Greenwire covers the complete


 spectrum, from electricity industry restructuring to Clean Air Act litigation to public lands


 management. Greenwire publishes daily at 1 p.m.


E&E Publishing, LLC
122 C St., Ste. 722, NW, Wash., D.C. 20001.
Phone: 202-628-6500. Fax: 202-737-5299.
www.eenews.net


All content is copyrighted and may not be reproduced or retransmitted without the express consent of E&E
 Publishing, LLC. Click here to view our privacy policy.
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From: McKaughan, Colleen
To: Heller, Zoe; Lee, Anita
Subject: Fw: Response to President Shelly Request for NGS Consultation
Date: Tuesday, July 23, 2013 7:23:19 AM


FYI


From: Eugenia Quintana <eugeniaquintana@navajo-nsn.gov>
Sent: Tuesday, July 23, 2013 7:19:08 AM
To: McKaughan, Colleen
Subject: RE: Response to President Shelly Request for NGS Consultation
 
Yes, President can go to San Francisco.
 
Thanks, Colleen.
 


From: McKaughan, Colleen [mailto:McKaughan.Colleen@epa.gov] 
Sent: Tuesday, July 23, 2013 8:14 AM
To: Eugenia Quintana
Subject: Re: Response to President Shelly Request for NGS Consultation
 
Hi, Eugenia,
Jared is just back from vacation so I put in the request for the 15th. Is the President still willing to
 come to San Francisco? If not, would Phoenix work?
Thanks,
Colleen


From: Eugenia Quintana <eugeniaquintana@navajo-nsn.gov>
Sent: Monday, July 22, 2013 7:27:02 AM
To: McKaughan, Colleen
Subject: FW: Response to President Shelly Request for NGS Consultation
 
Hi Colleen:
 


Will August 15th work for Jared?
 
Alberta Laughing replied that August 15 would work for President Shelly.
 
Thanks.
 
Eugenia
 


From: McKaughan, Colleen [mailto:McKaughan.Colleen@epa.gov] 
Sent: Tuesday, July 09, 2013 11:44 AM
To: Eugenia Quintana
Subject: Re: Response to President Shelly Request for NGS Consultation
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I'd be glad to.


From: Eugenia Quintana <eugeniaquintana@navajo-nsn.gov>
Sent: Tuesday, July 09, 2013 8:28:17 AM
To: McKaughan, Colleen
Subject: RE: Response to President Shelly Request for NGS Consultation
 
Hi Colleen:
 
Steve said he would like to look at a later date for this consultation and he asked me to check with
 Alberta regarding President Shelly’s availability in mid-august or other dates.
 
Can you check with Jared’s schedule also?
 
Thanks, Colleen.
 
eugenia
 


From: McKaughan, Colleen [mailto:McKaughan.Colleen@epa.gov] 
Sent: Monday, July 08, 2013 5:49 PM
To: Stephen B. Etsitty; Eugenia Quintana
Cc: Lee, Anita
Subject: RE: Response to President Shelly Request for NGS Consultation
 
Hi, Steve and Eugenia,
 


I wanted to check in to see whether the President still wants to do NGS consultation on July 25th or


 26th. If you don’t have an answer yet, I’ll check back later. I’m going to San Francisco tomorrow for
 the presentation on the alternative.
 
Colleen
 


From: McKaughan, Colleen 
Sent: Thursday, June 27, 2013 3:15 PM
To: stephenbetsitty@navajo-nsn.gov; eugeniaquintana@navajo-nsn.gov
Cc: Lee, Anita
Subject: RE: Response to President Shelly Request for NGS Consultation
 
Thanks, Steve.
 
We will wait to hear from you next week.
 
Colleen
 


From: Stephen B. Etsitty [mailto:stephenbetsitty@navajo-nsn.gov] 
Sent: Thursday, June 27, 2013 3:05 PM
To: McKaughan, Colleen; eugeniaquintana@navajo-nsn.gov
Cc: Lee, Anita
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Subject: Re: Response to President Shelly Request for NGS Consultation
 
Hello, Thank you for the reply.
 
We do need to reconsider the scheduled July meeting date in light of the extension of the Public
 Comment period to October 4, 2013.
 
Let me get back to you next week, after I discuss the opportunity to reschedule the July consultation
 with President Shelly and others involved in the development of our comments.
 
SBE 


Sent from my BlackBerry 10 smartphone on the Verizon Wireless 4G LTE network.


From: McKaughan, Colleen
Sent: Thursday, June 27, 2013 3:41 PM
To: Stephen B. Etsitty; Eugenia Quintana
Cc: Lee, Anita
Subject: Response to President Shelly Request for NGS Consultation
 
 
Hi, Steve and Eugenia,
 
Here is a copy of the letter that EPA is sending to President Shelly in response to his request for
 consultation on NGS. I believe we originally discussed this time frame because we were going to
 schedule the hearings in the latter part of July. As you have probably heard, we are extending the
 public comment period from August 5, 2013 to October 5, 2013 at the request of SRP and the
 Technical Working Group, of which the Navajo Nation is a member. This means that the hearings
 will not take place in July or August.  We have time reserved on Jared’s calendar in July for
 consultation with President Shelly. Please let us know if the President would prefer consultation at a
 different time, now that the hearings are going to be postponed.
 
I will send you a copy of the notice extending the public comment period in a separate email for your
 files.
 
Colleen
 
 
 








From: Google Alerts
To: Lyons, Ann
Subject: Google Alert - navajo generating station
Date: Thursday, August 08, 2013 9:53:22 AM


News 1 new result for navajo generating station


 
Community meeting on NGS proposal
Lake Powell Chronicle
15 to discuss the recently announced Technical Work Group (TWG) proposal for Navajo Generating
 Station. The public meeting will begin at 5:30 p.m. at the Page PERA Club, 445 Haul Road. Grant
 Smedley, SRP's manager of environmental policy and ...
See all stories on this topic »


Tip: Use site restrict in your query to search within a site (site:nytimes.com or site:.edu). Learn more.


Delete this alert.
Create another alert.
Manage your alerts.
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Navajo-Hopi Observer


Grand Canyon News


From: Google Alerts
To: Lyons, Ann
Subject: Google Alert - navajo generating station
Date: Wednesday, October 02, 2013 9:06:44 AM


News 2 new results for navajo generating station


EPA accepts alternate Navajo Generating Station emissions proposal
Navajo-Hopi Observer
WASHINGTON - On Sept. 25 the Environmental Protection Agency (EPA)
 accepted an alternate proposal by the Navajo Generating Station (NGS)
 Technical ...
See all stories on this topic »


Environmental Protection Agency accepts alternate Navajo ...
Grand Canyon News
25 the Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) accepted an alternate proposal
 by the Navajo Generating Station (NGS) Technical Working Group for
 reducing ...
See all stories on this topic »
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Create another alert. 
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From: Webb, Thomas
To: McKaughan, Colleen; Chen, Eugene; Bohning, Scott; Withey, Charlotte; GLASS, GEOFFREY
Subject: Greenwire re: NGS and San Juan
Date: Thursday, October 09, 2014 10:51:37 AM


AIR POLLUTION:


Enviros challenge one haze plan while EPA approves another


Amanda Peterka, E&E reporter


Published: Thursday, October 9, 2014


Environmentalists this week challenged a final plan to reduce haze pollution at one of the country's
 largest coal-fired power plants.


The coalition of environmental groups says that U.S. EPA's plan for the Navajo Generating Station, a
 2,250-megawatt plant in Arizona, does not go far enough to improve visibility at Grand Canyon -- which
 is less than 20 miles away -- and other regional national parks.


EPA in July announced the final pollution reduction plan for Navajo, which calls for reductions of about 80
 percent in nitrogen oxide emissions from the plant by the year 2030. Under the plan, Navajo Generating
 Station is required to close one coal-fired unit in 2019 and meet the limits in the other two units through
 the installation of selective catalytic reduction technology.


EPA said the plan will reduce visual impairment by 73 percent at 11 surrounding national parks and
 wilderness areas, including the Grand Canyon. It is part of a larger Clean Air Act effort by EPA to reduce
 regional haze in natural areas.


"By cutting pollution from NGS, millions of visitors will see the magnificent vistas of the Grand Canyon
 with greater clarity," EPA Region 9 Administrator Jared Blumenfeld said in July (E&ENews PM, July 28).


But the National Parks Conservation Association, Sierra Club, Grand Canyon Trust and Natural
 Resources Defense Council accused EPA of illegally watering down the pollution reduction plan in their
 petition for review. The final plan stems from a proposal by a technical working group of American Indian
 leaders, conservationists and owners of the Navajo Generating Station.


"EPA has decided to avoid compliance with the requirements of the law and allow industry to delay
 cleaning up this dirty old plant with potentially empty and unenforceable promises," said Janette
 Brimmer, an Earthjustice staff attorney who is representing the environmental groups. "We have filed this
 case to steer EPA back onto the path of the law."


The petition was filed Tuesday in the 9th U.S. Circuit Court of Appeals.


The Navajo Generating Station is co-owned by the Bureau of Reclamation, the Salt River Project, the Los
 Angeles Department of Water and Power, Arizona Public Service, NV Energy and Tucson Electric
 Power. The Los Angeles Department of Water and Power and NV Energy, which collectively own 32.5
 percent of the plant, recently announced that they would divest from the generating station.


EPA approves San Juan haze plan


EPA today approved a separate final regional haze plan crafted by New Mexico for San Juan Generating
 Station, a 1,798-megawatt coal-fired power plant about 200 miles west of Navajo Generating Station in
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 the Four Corners region.


The final plan requires the generating station to install nitrogen oxide pollution control devices on two
 units by early 2016 and to shutter two other units by Dec. 31, 2017. The actions will both reduce haze
 pollution at regional national parks and wildernesses and ensure that emissions from the coal plant do
 not interfere with programs in other states to improve visibility, EPA said in a Federal Register notice
 today.


The agency also today officially withdrew the federal plan for the generating station. Both actions were
 published today in the Federal Register.


The actions cap a long-running dispute between New Mexico and EPA over haze pollution stemming
 from the generating station. EPA initially rejected New Mexico's plan to reduce nitrogen oxide pollution at
 the plant, finding it insufficient to improve visibility at nearby national parks and wildernesses. In 2011,
 EPA ordered reductions at the plant, but the agency's action sparked a series of lawsuits, and it
 eventually put a stay on the requirements.


In February 2013, New Mexico and EPA announced that the state would be proceeding with an
 alternative to the federal plan. The new state plan approved today reflects a nonbinding agreement
 signed between plant operator Public Service Company of New Mexico, the state and EPA.


According to EPA, the new state plan is expected to cost $34.5 million, or $1,049 per ton of nitrogen
 oxides reduced, compared to the federal plan's cost of $345 million, or $5,684 per ton.


EPA said it believed the new state plan was "reasonable" when "cost, energy and non-air quality
 environmental impacts, and anticipated visibility benefits are taken into consideration."


The state plan has support from the Navajo Nation and environmentalists, though in public comments
 environmental groups said they would have preferred to see at least one other unit at the coal-fired
 power plant retired.


The National Park Service has expressed concern that the plan would achieve less progress than the
 federal plan in improving visibility at Mesa Verde National Park, Canyonlands National Park and
 Weminuche Wilderness.


EPA's federal plan had imposed limits of nitrogen oxides from San Juan's four units of 0.05 pound per
 million British thermal units; the approved state plan sets NOx limits for two units at 0.23 pound per
 million British thermal units.


 








From: Lee, Anita
To: McKaughan, Colleen; Lyons, Ann
Cc: Saltman, Tamara
Date: Friday, July 26, 2013 9:59:33 AM


The agreement is on the DOI website
 
http://www.doi.gov/upload/7-25-2013-NGS-TWG-Agreement-FINAL_Executed.pdf
 
Anita Lee, PhD
Environmental Scientist
US EPA, Air Division, Planning Office (Air-2)
75 Hawthorne Street
San Francisco, CA 94105
(415) 972-3958
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